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ordered to be engrossed for a third 
vi “da third time, and passed. 
DE <EUFVILLE AND SON’S HEIR. 
notion by Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate, as in 


; ad ee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
-esolution for the relief of the heir of 
ro Neufville and Son. 


ees to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ow and pay to Mrs. Anna C. De Neuf- 
» Evans, the heir of John De Neufville & 

. , addition to the 48,767 60, or twenty-one 








i nine hundred and nineteen florins, al- 
od by joint resolution of the 3d March, 1851, 
"the report of the Comptroller to the Senate, ) 
Jowinge sums: The share awarded to De 
Noy fville & Son in the damages as part owners of 
chins Aurora and Liberty, the charges for 
or-hire, stay-days, traveling to the Texel, &c.; 
res for delivering of the goods, storage, 
the charzes for journey to Paris of Major 
T..keon and Leonard De Neufville, to obtain Doc- 
Vranklin’s acceptance of bills. The amount 
ese four charges is $3,358 60, or seven thou- 
cond two hundred and sixty-one florins, as ap- 
on the books of the Treasury; the florin to 
lated at forty-six and one quarter cents, 
nterest at the rate of six per centum per an- 
, from the time the debt was contracted to the 
of paymen:; the gratuity of $3,000 made the 
yof De Neufville in 1797, not to be taken 

feom this claim. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding after the word ** florins,’’ where it 
toccurs, the words: 
the balance due by the accounts and papers 
Department on the notarial agreement, dated 


Sth, L78L; 


And aiso 








And also to add: 

4nd that the former partial settlement of the Comp- 
troller be corrected upon the above basis as to the value of 

florin and interest. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I would inquire from 
which committee this joint resolution was report- 
ed? 
Mr.BRIGHT. The Committee on Revolution- 


{ ms. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Let me makea suggestion 
upon the subject of passing these Senate bills. 
Suppose this bill should now be passed; it will be 
sent, with the memorial and papers in the case, to 
the Hor Representatives. The probability 
is that it will not be touched there at this session. 
Then the papers will not be sent back here, as a 
matter of course, and thus its final passage will be 
deinve J, 
Mr. BRIGHT. I cannot look to those contin- 
s. I feel that I have a duty to perform; 
and if the House fail to perform their duty, | 
cannot help it. It is proper that I should state, 
that when the origina! resolution was on its pas- 
sige three years ago, I opposed it for the reason 
that 1 did not believe the claim to be just. Since 


tse of 


that time, | have taken occasion to examine it 

thoroughly, and I am satisfied that I did injustice 

to the claimant. I have, therefore, felt itto be my 

d ty, at the earliest moment, to call up the joint 

resolution for the purpose of giving the Senate an 

, rlunity to act upon it. I believe that the 
nant 


Caimant is entitled to every dollar she claims, and 
iv the Senate feel disposed to hear the case from 
beginning to end, I am prepared to co forward 
7 vit, { think the claim a just one, and that the 

J a resolution ought to be passed at once. 
Mr. W ALKER. I reported this joint resolu- 
a 1. the Committeeon Revolutionary Claims, 
ue} velieve that if there is a case before the Sen- 
ae b a States, or one embraced in the 
meres evolutionary claims, which demands 
Mperativel the action of this Government, it is 
thisone. The firm of De Neufville & Son, aided 
Nodeaeae the most critical period of the rev- 
pe ee ruggle. They furnished their own 
. furnish 7 F axe beyond their own ability 
+ slairanei T. sovernment means to carry on 
s on ; eGovernment, for the time being, 
th € to pay them. Their fortunes were 
Y reason of their advances to the Govern- 
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ment. The De Neufvilles, father and son, came 
to this country to pursue theirrights. The father 
soon died, and the son became a lunatic, and sub- 
sequently died. This female, an aged relative, still 
survives, and this tardy justice is now proposed 
to be done to her. I have examined 
with a solicitadé with which I have rarely ex- 
amined any one in the course of my life. Itisa 
difficult one at first view, but a plain one when 
you come to understand it. If this Government 
owe a debt to any human being, it is to this 
woman. I hope the Senate will pass the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CHASE. I made, I think, very nearly 
the speech which has just been delivered by my 
friend from Wisconsin, some two or three years 
ago, In support of the original joint resolution for 
the payment of this claim. That joint resolution 
passed both Houses, and under it a very consid- 
erable sum has been paid. I should like to inquire 
of my friend, the late chairman of the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, how much was paid 
under it? 

Mr. WALKER. It will be perceived that this 
resolution provides, that what was paid shall! not 
be paid again. The difficulty is this: In auditing 
the account, the First Comptroller adopted a certain 
rule which the committee believed to be wrong. 
During the time of the greatest distress of this 
family, while in the United States, and when all 
the male members of the family were either dead 
or insane, a knowledge of the distress of the wife 
or child of one of them coming to the ears of Con- 
gress, a gratuity of $3,000 was bestowed upon her. 
The Comptroller deducted that. TPesides, he 
adopted an undervalue for the florin, and he 
adopted an improper criterion for the calcul 
of interest. 


this case 





uioOn 


This is not acase of aclaim for dam- 


| ages, but for money actually advanced. 


| States, were under the espionage of 


| of Great 


The Comptroller made an error in three respects: 
He adopted an improper criterion for the calcula- 
tion of interest; an improper valuation for the 
florin; and he deducted the gratuity allowed to 
her, and, after making these deductions, awarded 
the balance. This resolution is to pay nothing 
more than a sum which amounts to a correction 
of the criterion of interest, and the correction of 
thecriterion of valueof the florin,and some further 
items of the account which re- 
jected. For instance, bills were drawn upon Dr. 
Franklin, who was in Paris. 
tested. The son, one of the fi 
& Son, together with ana 
had to make a visit to 1 
that those bills were protested. They went and 
saw Dr. Franklin, and explained the matter to 
him, and then the bills were accepted. These 
were expenses incurred at a time when those per 
the United 
the enemies 
of this coun‘ry, and were followed by the cruisers 
gritian. The Comptroller refused to 
allow this item, when it was proved as clearly 
anything can be proved, that it was cash actually 
paid out of their pockets for the benefit of the 
United States, and in consequence of 
of the agents of the colonies. 

These were items just as much involving a debt 
against the United States as any other portion of 
the accounts of De Neufville & Son, and yet they 
were disallowed. The committee felt that these 
amounts were due and should be allowed; and | 
believe every one who has inspected the accounts, 
believes with equal confidence that they are as 
meritorious a portion as any other. The principal 
portion of the sum now proposed to be allowed 
and paid, is that which constitutes the additional 
amount of interest over and above that paid on the 
improper criterion adopted by the Comptroller, 
and the additional value of the florin from thirty- 


: ; a 
the Comptroller 


aney 
rm of De Neufville 


were pr - 


entol the Gov roment, 


Paris to see why it was 


sons, being known to be friends of 


the default 


| seven to forty-six and and a quarter cents, which is 


shown clearly to have been its value at that time. 
So that it is a plain matter of calculation; and the 
principle really involved is, whether the United 
States will or will not pay their just debts. 

Mr. CHASE. My friend from Wisconsin has 


}| not yet answered the question which | asked in 
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regard to the amount paid under the former reso- 
lution. il that the 
According to my 
ectlon, it was between some $20,000 and 
$30,000, but I may not be strictly accurate in tha 
That joint lution was to refer 
the matter to the proper Department, and to re- 


Ido not know that it is materi 
question should be answered, 


. " 
recoil 


recollection. rest 
quire that the claim should be adjust  yno 
pul ial Mim shoud be adrusted upon the 


nd 


Comptroller 


principles of equity a 
broad latitude to the 


justice,’’ giving a pretty 
y—requiring him 
to Investig ite the claim, and make on v such al- 
lowances as in his judgment ought properly to be 
made. Weare now called upon to revise the de- 
cision of the Comptroller that has been made un- 
der the joint resolution of Congress clothing him 
with complete power, as a disinterested judge and 
arbitrator between the Government and the par- 
ues. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will furnish him with the information for which he 
It is contained in the 
that the a 


ct ' net 
asks. bill itself ] 


provides 
paid fin addition to 


mount shall be 
nn ie 99 2 ' 
$5,104 GU,” formerly paid 


Mr. WALKER. 


} et 
the matter. 


T ere is nod szuise about 


he bill mentions the amount formerly 


paid, ; 

Mr. CHASE. I did not profess to state with 
accuracy the sum. I stated according to my 
recolle tion That may have been the sum el rimed, 


instead of the sum « Llowever, it 18 
certain that this matter was referred to the Con 
troller, to be determined 

and 


i }USLICe, AS af al 


iowe d. 


nD 
by him on principles of 
equity trator, fair aad hon- 


this Government 


e had to d 


and the claim- 


etermine the claim, and we are 
to revise his 
revise it 


' 
orable, between 
; 

i 


now catied upon decision. Lefore 


proceed to , It seems to 


me that we 


ier ek aly es 
to have a little time to look into the matter. 


If, upon examination, it should be found that his 
decis on Was incorrect, I would be one of the last 
persons in the world to abje ‘t to us eorrection; 
fi E | recat ied the cl im origmally as one of ve ry 
rreat merit, advocated it as such, and contributed 
to its passage through both Houses under that 
impression. Dut now, called upon as we are to 
go further, to revise the decision of the arbitra- 
tor whom we ourselves have constitured, upon 
the suggestion of the claimants, lt seems to me 


that we ought te look into the matter, and see to 
' 


what extent we are really asked to go 


The items of 


1m, as stated in t] e | ill, are 
a very considerable 


amountof allowance which ought not to be 


the ec! 
numerous, and may involve 
roDe- 


t 
j 
and wire 


erly charged upon the Treasury: we 
owe a duty to the claimant, and ought to satisfy 
every legal and just demand to the fullest extent, 


we also owe a duty to the country, and ong! t not 


to permit a bill to pass occasioning a large draft 
upon the Tréasury without A pretty th rough ine 
vestigation. I therefore move, in accordance with 
the precedent which has once been set to-day, that 


the further consideration of this jotat resolution 

be postponed until 

Mr. WALKER. 
! 


some rizht to compl 


to-morrow. 

Mr. President, [think I have 
iin of the Senator from Ohio, 
I do not complain of his vicilance or of his desire 
to protect the Treasury; but, sir, at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, that gentleman was a colleague 
of mine 
Claims. 


on the Committee on Revolutionary 
I reported the bill from that committee. 
If any committee had a careful and sensible clerk, 
it was the Committee on Revolutions ry Claims at 
the last session. The Senator concurred in my 
report, at least he made no adverse report, and | 
am very confident that he was consulted about the 
matter—that he was told a report was ready, and 
would be made, and that he assented However, 
confident as | am about that, | may be mistaken; 
but yet I am none the less confident, and shall so 
remain until it be shown to me that 1 am mistaken. 
This matter was examined hy the committee. 
It was examined by their clerk, and he 

report to the committee of the resn!t of his 
inations. The reviewed his 
and I myself did in particular: nev 
one lisp of objection from a member of the eom- 


made a 
exam- 
committee action, 


and 1 er | eard 


\) mittee at that time, nor from that to this, uotl 





Se ee aes 


ee 


1 
b 
rs 


POMEL OTL POET CY 


i, 





: 
; 


a. 


now. Sir, I look upon the report in that case as 
constituting the pride of the reports from that com- 
mittee. I um satisfied that if Congress knew this 
case fully they would feel it to be imperatively 
their duty to respond to the claim. I must say 
that I am a little surprised to find that the Senator 
from Ohio—who was once an advocate of this 
claim, and who, it seems to me, must have been 
satisfied that injustice was done in not allow- 
ing what is really due,—should rise at this time, 
after having been a member of the committee 
which reported it, and make this serious objection, 
and desire, at this period of the session, to post- 
pone it. Iam surprised atit. I cannot feel other- 
wise. [do hopeand trust it will not be postponed. 
This is not the first time it has been under consid- 
eration. Since this payment was made under the 
former action of Congress, this claim has been re- 
ported upon favorably two or three times; and it 
would seem strange, indeed, if a case of this char- 
acter should be longer postponed, or favorable ac- 
tion be refused, when claims of the character which 
we have been passing almost sub silentio have been 
allowed. 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, I am sorry that 
my friend from Wisconsin feels any surprise in re- 
gard to the course which I have felt it my duty to 
pursue on this occasion. It is very true that at 
the last session I was a member of the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. It is very true that the 
examination of this claim was assigned to the 
chairman, and I presume he prepared the report. 
I never heard the report read. Perhaps I did not 
quite discharge my duty in that respect. I never 
had the particulars of this joint resolution brought 
under my consideration at all. When it was called 
up to-day, my friend from Indiana proposed to 
amend it, to enlarge it, to go beyond the report of 
the committee. When l find myself unacquainted 
with the merits of the claim itself in the shape in 
which it is now proposed, and when the gentle- 
man proposes still further toenlarge it, it seems to 
me that I am only discharging my duty, and that 
it ought not to excite any surprise, if I ask a little 
time for the purpose of looking into it, and exam- 
ining and ascertaining for myself whether whatis 
now proposed to be paid is actually due. 

I have thought, and I still think, that when the 
joint resolution which was prepared by the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims at a former ses- 
sion, and which then met the approbation of the 
agents of this claim, was passed, we discharged 
our duty in the premises. We did what they 
asked. We referred the claim to an officer of the 
Government impartial in the premises, and dis- 
posed to do full justice, as we all know that officer 


is disposed to do; and no man knows it better || 


than my friend from Wisconsin. Noman inthis 
body has passed higher eulogies on that officer for 
his integrity and uprightness than has the Senator 
fron. Wisconsin. Under that resolution, satis- 
factory to the committee, and satisfactory to the 
parties, this claim has been investigated, and an 
allowance has been made, and that allowance has 
been paid. And when it is now proposed still 
further to enlarge the claim, I say—what? That 
Tam indisposed to go to the full length of every 
principle of justice in paying every dollar and 
every cent to which this claimant is justly enti- 
tled? No, sir; [ am not indisposed to do that; but 
I say, that having acted as we have done in the 

remises, when a Senator desires a little time to 
ook into a claim, we should allow that time. 
That is all I ask; and if I find upon looking into 
the matter that there is good reason for going be- 
yond the former allowance, | shall certainly make 
no objection. I feel very much indisposed to ob- 


ject now, butI do think it my duty to look into it | 


a little before I give an affirmative vote. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would have no particular 
objection to postpone the joint resolution for the 
purpose of giving the honorable Senator from 
Ohio an opportunity of examining it, if I be- 
lieved that it could be improved, or that there 
was anything to be corrected; but I feel quite 
sure that if he were to examine it to the extent 
that I have, he would reason as I have done in 
reference to it. It is true that the effect of this 
resolution is to revise, to a certain extent, the ac- 
tion of the Comptroller. The amendment which 
I have offered points out where the Comptroller 
erred in the discharge of what he no doubt re- 
garded as bis duty—and | know he is a very hon- 
est and correct officer. He saw fit to place the 


| 
value of the florin in this case at the lowest rate at 
which it sold during our revolutionary struggle. 
That officer, however, I am authorized to say, 
would have been very glad if we had, in our ori- 
ginal resolution, fixed it at the highest rate. He 
fixed it at about thirty-six cents, the lowest rate | 
| at which it sold during the revolutionary war. 
| My amendment fixes it at the highest rate, forty- 
six and a quarter cents; and I think it is nothing 
more than right and proper that the representatives | 
of individuals who, at a period like that, periled 
every advancement they made, (for it was at the 
time a great risk whether they would ever re- 
ceive back a dollar,) should receive, at this late 
day, all that they advanced, with interest upon it. 
The amendment I have offered is nothing more 
than to fix the value of the florin at the highest 
rate, and give interest upon it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, [ hope that this 
resolution will not be postponed. This resolution 
is for the benefit of a lady who is now sick in this 
city. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will with- 
draw all opposition to it, and Jet us take a vote 
upon it now. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed to. The | 
amendments were adopted; the resolution was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. The joint resolution 
was then ordered. to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read a third time, and passed. 


CHARLES COOPER AND COMPANY. 


The bill for the relief of Charles Cooper & Co., 
was read a second time; and on the motion of Mr. 
Hamuin, the Senate proceeded to consider it as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the proper accounting officers to pay to Charles 
Cooper & Co., of Bangor, Maine, $300, in full 
for interest due to them from the United States 
on a liquidated amount of $30,989, payable by 
contract August 13, 1850, and then duly required, 
but withheld until the 12th of October following, || 
for want of an appropriation. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will state in a few words 
the circumstances which the report in this case dis- 
closes. ‘The Government chartered a vessel of 
these persons to transport troops or merchandise 
from Mexico to some point in the United States. 
On the arrival of that vessel here, the proper offi- 
cers of the Department certified that she had per- 
formed her duty, and done all that she agreed to 
do; but there was no money in the Treasury to | 
pay the owners of the vessel, and they were kept 
out of their money for nearly two months. By 
this bill it is proposed to pay interest for the time 
during which the Government refused to pay for | 
the services that had been performed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business; and after some time spent 
| therein, the doors were reopened, and 
| The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 30, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. James GALLAHER. 


The SPEAKER. There are only ninety-three 
members present, which number does not con- 
stitute a quorum of the House. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that there be a call of the | 
House. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to theSpeaker | 
whether it is not his duty under the rules, after 


ascertaining that no quorum is present, to order a 
call of the House? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. Itis 
competent for the House to take such steps as 
will secure the attendance of a quorum, or to ad- 
journ. The Chair has not the power to dictate 
what coftirse the House shall take. 

Mr. DEAN. Without a quorum we cannotad- 
journ over till Monday. 

A Memser. That is the fact. 

Mr. DEAN. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the question whether there shall be a call of 
| the House. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Prayer 
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ak ___ Dee. 30, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. | Move the 
House do now adjourn. ae 
[Cries of ** No!” © No!) «6 No 19) 


mim pH — ona * | 
Phe SPEAKER. The Chair und; ratand 


there is a new member present, who deat N's thas = 
qualified. Tes Lo le 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will in that case wo: 
draw my motion to adjourn, with the intens.. ; 
renew it after the gentleman has been sworn 


A NEW MEMBER. 

Mr. DUNCAN presented the credentials or. 
Hon. Epwarp P. Litt te, elected a Represen : 
tive from the Ninth Congressional! district of 
State of Massachusetts, to supply the yaom,.. 
occasioned by the decease of the Hon. Op; 


Ipy MM 
Fow Ler. aN 
Mr. Litrie thereupon appeared at the bar or, 
House, and was duly qualified, by the Sneak F iF 
administering to him the oath to support the Cor. F 
stitution. ne S 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 
to adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that y 
the House adjourns to-day, that it be to mee 
Monday next. 


The SPEAKER. 


I now renew the motion 


q 


Will the ventlema 


fr m 


Tennessee and the House indulge the Cha ( 
presenting a communication? - i 
Mr. JONES. The Journal has not heen read 


ret. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the nay. 
mous consent of the House for leave to presen 
it. The communication is very brief, and js; 

a matter requiring no legislative action. 

The communication was read, as follows: 


WasHINnGTON, December 29, 1959, 
Sir: We have the honor to invite you, and 
you the House of Representatives and the officers, to 3 
tend the ceremonies of the inauguration of the equestr 
statue of General Andrew Jackson on the &th day of Jap. 
uary. With great respect, : 
B. B. FRENCH. 
JOHN C. RIVES 
JOHN W. MAURY, 
Committee of Arrang 
Hon. Linn Boyp, 
Specker of the Ho. of Reps. of the U.S. qn 


Mr. JONES. The question now recurs on the 
notion I have made, that when the House ad. 


journs to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that itis 
incompetent for the House, without a quorum, 
make any such order. There is no quorum pres 
ent. 

Mr. JONES. Would it not be competent for 
the Chair to ascertain whether or not a quorum be 
present ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ascertained 
by actual counting that there is no quorum pres 
ent. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise toa rs 
question of order. : 

Mr. JONES. [am upon one myself. (Laugh- : 
ter. } . 
Mr. STANTON. I think that questions of or ‘ 
der are of my colleague’s pee@liar province. [he 
newed laughter. 

Mr. JONES. I think, on reflection, that 
the motion to adjourn, and the motion to acjour | 
till Monday, are out of order until the Journal has ] 
been read. I think we are bound to remain here 
until we have a quorum. i ald 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the House may adjourn whether the Journal ts 
or has not been read. 

The question was then taken on the motion (is 
there be a call of the House, and it was ceciet 
in the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 65; as follows ( 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Allison, Williaa 
Appleton, Averett, Brenton, Briggs, Buell, Busby, Jw 
Cable, Caldwell, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, Dard’, 
George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dean, Doty, Eastme 
Ficklin, Freeman, Gaylord, Giddings, Gilmore, G0r"m 
Green, Grey, Grow, Harper, Haven, Hendricks, Heo 
Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, Houston, John W. H we, 
Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, [ngersoll, Jackson, a” 
Johnson, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Geore ! 
Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Martin, Meacham, Miller, Millsot, 
Molony, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Orr, =10v® 


Sart 


W. Parker, Penn, Perkins, Porter, Robie, Scudder, ae 

Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Stratton, Sweetser. ! “ 

Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh, "® 

kins, Welch, Wilcox, and Williams—79. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Appleton, Babcock, Barre 

Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Burrows, Lewis D. ¢ - 

Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, ©" > 

Dockery, Duncan, Fay, Floyd, Thomas J.D. Fuiler, ie 

enow, Hall, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Haris, ¢g 

eall, Howard, Ivea, Jenkins, George G@. King, Lite, 


vo. Rell, 








, Lock 


Mi n. Join Moore, Nabers, Penniman, Powell, 
beg e. Robinson, Ross, Sabine, Sackett, Da 
ve eer” at yeu S. Seymour, Frederick P. Stauton, 
7 1 stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, Stuart, 
. Ward, Addison White, Wildrick, and 
\\ : ; Bi, 
«wag ordered that there be a call of the 
ORR. There is a quorum present. Would 
s 2 . ‘ 
order to move that all further proceedings 
» call be dispensed with? 
ene SPEAKER. The call of the House has 
ve eel commenced. ; 
H LRRIS, of Tennessee. Would it not be 
» move e that the vote by which the call 
dered, be rec ‘onsidered ? 
‘ 


\KER. It would. 

~ ORR. Then I submit that motion. 

Mr. DEAN. My only object in moving that 
ea call of the House , Was to geta quorum, 
with the permission of the House, as my ob- 

‘vas been attained, I will withdraw that mo- 


nD 
[The SPE 


Phe SPEAKER. It is not within the power 
ventieman now to withdraw the call, be- 
t has been ordered by the House. It would 


order, after one name has been called by the 
( . to move to dispense with further proceed- 
, ie call. 
M a RRIS. I move to reconsider 
y whieh the call was ordered. 
[he question was taken, and the motion to re- 
ler was passed in the affirmative. 
SPEAKER. The question now 
he ordering of a call of the House. 
Mr. DEAN. [I believe that I have now the 
er to withdraw the motion I submitted, that 
be a call of the House, and I do so. 
The Journal was then read and approved. 


the vote 


recurs 


ive was here received 


A me from the Senate, 
Assury Dicxtns, Esq, its Secretary, 
ying the House that that body had passed 


d resolutions of the following titles, 
S. R. No. 67. A resolution 
to the owners of 


VIZ: 
allowing in certain 
steamers, further time to 
the necessary preparations to bring their 
within the provisions of an act entitled 
{n act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to pro- 
e for security of the lives of pas- 
vers on board of vessels propelled in whole 
steam,’ and for other 

Aucust 30th, 1852. 


the better 


n part by 


purposes,” 
rove d 


S.R. No. 52. A resolution for the relief of the 
estate of Isaac L. Battle. 
S RN o. 53. A resolution to confer additional 


tiesand powers on the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

S. No. 479. An act for the reliefof Edwin Lord 

| Frane 8 B icon. 

S. No. 469. Anact for the reliefof Captain Lang- 

C. Easton, Assistant Quartermaster United 

siates Army. 
S. No. 453. Anact granting a pension to Avery 

Vowner. 

S. No. 544. An act for the relief of 

reys and Jeremiah M. Smith. 

S.No. 498. Anact granting a pension to Sarah 

(' P| 


scaly 


James Jef- 


S. No. 366. An act for the relief of Hodges 


Lansdale, and the legal representatives of Rinaldo 


J aay deceased. 

S. No. 120. An act to incorporate the Pioneer 
Man facturing Company of Georgetown, in the 
Vistrict of ¢ ,olumbia. 


S. N ». 566. 


An act authorizing the Secretary 
he T reasury to issue a new register to the ship 
" ‘e, and change her name to that of Leonie. 
S.N 0. 480. An act for the relief of Lieutenant 
nel 1 Roeweaie Dumont. 

And bills of the House of the following titles, 
W amendments: 

H.R. No. 291. An act to amend an act enti- 
'** An act for the discontinuance of the office 
veyor general in the several districts, so soon 
Surveys therein can be completed; for abol- 


¢ land offices under certain circumstances 


purposes, ”’ 


~ 


yand 


r other 


AH. R. No. 283. Anact to extend the provisions 
Nan act ¢ approved the 3d of March, 1847, and the 


act approved the 26th of February, 1849, for car- 
7 5 imo effect the existing compacts with the 
: f Alabama and Mississippi, in relation to 
ve per cent. fund and school reservations, 
And the following bills of the H yuse, without 
amendment; * 


H.R. No. 
mitt 


ary 


evon lerritory. 


H. R. No. 137. Awact for the relief of Osborn 
Cross, of the | nied mates A rmy. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The ¢ ive of the 
House to present three or four Executive com- 
munications, which he is informed ought 
-ferred to the committees having 
charge of the matters to which they relate. 

There was no objection, and the Speaker then 
laid House the following Executive 
communications: 


shair begs le 


some of 
to belimmediately re 


before the 


I. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a st the re ex- 
Navy pension fund, 
r ending *th September ° Lox 


Mr. JONES, of 


atement of ‘eipts and 


penditures on account o . 
tne vea 


On motion by 


the 


for 


; Tenne ssee,it was 


Ordered, Thatthe said letter and accompanying state 
ment be laid upon the table, and printed 
Il. A letter from the Secretary of the Nav VY; 


ubmitting an addtional estimate for the 
of land adjoining the N; Wy Hospital 
Virginia. 

On motion by Mr. 


Ordered, That the 


purchase 


Norfolk, 


HOUSTON, it was 


said letter 


and accompa ying papers 

be referred to the Committee on W ays and Means, and 
printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Heuse 


copies of the Journals of 


the Le ilive \ssem 
blies of the Territories of Utah and Oregon, of the 
sessions of 185]-"52. 


Also, 


gis 


copies ol 


ie laws of Minnesota Territory, 


passed at the last session of its Legislative Assem- 
bly , al nd the law s of Utah l‘erritory, passed at the 
first session of its Legislative Assembly: which 


were referred,on motion by Mr 
to the Committee on 


-RIC HARDSON, 
Territories. 
Also,acommunication from Peter Parker, trans- 
mittine statements of judicial 
United States C ' 


fees received at the 
yosular Court,at Shanghai; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
RINALDO 


Mr. BOWIE. I move that the act for the re 
lief of Rinaldo Johnson be referred to the C 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, o That is a private 
bill, which has just been received from the Senate. 
It is not now before the House, the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BOWIE. I then move, with the unani- 
mous consent of the House, that it be taken up, 
that it may be re ferre | to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SWE i TSER. I object. 

On motion by Mi . HILLYER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers ia the case of 
tawlston be withdrawn ffom the files of the Houses 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 


Mr. MOORE, 


imous consent of 


JOHNSON. 


oOm- 


aaa 
Tennessee. 


but lies on 


Lewis 


, and re 


I ask the unan- 
House for leave to withdraw 


r Louisi 
the 


wa. 

from the file the petition and papers in the case 
oi ; 

of Thomas Hicks, that they may be submitted to 


the Land Office. Mr. 


Hicks fil ed, at the last ses- 


sion, his petition, praying for the confirmation ofa 
claim to land in Louisiana. Since that time, it 
has been ascert rine i that the land was ec onfirmed 
to him twenty-four years ago, but that, through 


the negligence of the Si irveying Depart: nent, it had 
not been laid off to him. 

It was then 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of the 





rs in the case of Thomas Hick 


sand Office. 


petition and pap 
may be submitted to the 1 


Mr. MILLSON. 
sion, I filed a peti 
ing a ty 0h 
passed author 


,; Hat they 


At the beginning of the ses- 
tion of the Messrs. 
Since that 


Bakers, ask- 
time, an act has been 
rizing the ‘Treasury Department to 
; *t upon these cases. I ask 
House to withdraw that 
presented to the 
The SPE 
so ordered. 
Mr. HUNTER. Imovethat whenthis House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday ne xt. 
Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. If we should have 
a session of one hour to-morrow—it being o 
tion day—we might pass private 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
day. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Hen- 
TER’s Motion, and it was agreed to. 


CENSUS RETURNS FROM CALIF 
Mr. WILDRICK, from the 


consent of the 
petition, that it 
Treasury Department. 

AKER. Uuless objected to, it will be 


the 
may be 


jec- 
one 
bills. 


It is not objection 


IRNIA. 
Committee on En- 
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rolled bulls, wrted as correctiy énrollied a res- 
o ol relation to e ce returaos trom the 
Ss e | orm; Whieh received the signature 
of the Speaker 

rHE STEAMBOAT LAW. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask the 
consent of the House to take up a resolution for 
immediate action, which has been just reported to 
the House from the Senate, providing for an 
alteration of a single proposition contained in the 
steamboat law, which was passed at the last ses- 
sion. The necessity for it arises from the fact, 
that the law is to go into eff on the Ist of Jan- 
uary in certayp parts of the | d States, andthe 
Ist of Mar h in other part The difficulty lies 
here: It has been found impossible te provide in 

cases steamers with the re jul chinery 
that is prov ded by law; and in some instances 
inspectors have not been able to provide them- 
selves with the necessary tests and machinery 
which arerequired, ‘This ré olution provides that 
they may have tha ”” 

Ir. BROW f M ya) Following the 
example of the ~antins in from North ¢ irolina, 
Mi rANLY und the vent an fr Michigan, 
Vir. Stvarr,| who are going to object to every- 
thing, L abje 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 


The SPEAKER 
lay the resolu 


Che question pending is to 


tion, ¢ ffered a day or two since by 


the gentleman from ‘lennessee, [Mr. Harais,] 
upon the tabie, 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

* Resolved, Tharit shall be the standing and special order 
of this House, after to-day, fo call the committees tor re 
ports until all e committees have been once called: Pro 
vided, That no bill or resolution reported under this order 
shall be put upon its passage, unless by the unanimous con 
sent of the Honse Provided further Thatany bill reported 
and proposed to be put upon its passage, it objected to, may 
be withdrawn by the gentleman offering it 

Mr. STUART. Upon the motion to lie on the 
table, 1] demand the veas and nays. 

Mr.ORR. I hope that the yeas and nays will 
be taken. W « nave beer ictin’ u on this prop- 
osition for three or four days, and | hope we will 
dispose of this matte 

TI e yeu “atl d nay were ordered. 

The question was then taken on laying the res- 


olution on the table, and there were-—yeas 67, naya 


~<). » ¢, 
<3, aS To 


oOws: 


Y FAS— Messrs. Willis Allen, John Appleton, Thomas 
H. Bayly, B re, Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Breckinridge, 
Briggs, Buell, Burrow Burt, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chapman, Clark, Cleveland, Curtis, 
Doty, Fay, I l, Freeman, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, 
Grey, Grow Harper, Haven, Hlebard, Johu W Howe, 
ives, Jame Jobnson, John J won, Letcher, Little, 
VMeMullir Mea mm, John Moore, Morrison, Nabers, 
Newt Or Porter, Ridd RK , Ross, Sackett, Scud 
der, Origen 3. Sey ur, Staniv, Benjamia Stanton, Rich 
wd H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephen Stuart, Sweetser 
Thurston, Townshend, Venable. W albridg Ward, Welch, 
Addison White. Wild k. Williams, and Woodward—67 

NAY S—Meass Aik Alison, William Appleton, Aver 
ett, Bartlett, Beale, Bragg, Brenton, A. G. Brown, Buaby, 
Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, Cliungman, Cobb Darby, 
George T. Davi John G. Davis, De . Dockery, Dunean, 
Ficklin, Tho i my Bs] r, Gaylord, Giddings, Goode 
now, Hall, Is] »G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haseall, 
Hendricks, H Hil Hou lloward, Thomas M, 
Howe, Hunter, Inger Jackson, Jenkin Andrew Jobn- 
zon, Daniel ‘I Jones, Georg \ Jones, Gleorve G King, 
Kurtz. Lo part, Marshall. Martin, Mason, Miller, Mill 
son. M . Mus vy. Murray, Olde, Saowmel W Parker, 
Penn, Pet yan, Perkins, Powell, Sabine, David IL. Sey 


mour, Smart, Smith, Fred Stanton, Thaddeus 


, Sutherland, \V 


Stevens, Stone Valsh, Watkins, Wilcox, and 
y at o 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. INGERSOLL asked permission to record 
his vot , not being within th bar at the time his 
name w illed. 

Mr. ‘ABLE, of Ohio, ob ed 

Mr. ‘STU ART demanded yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of ion; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. sT Al NT¢ of Ohio. Is it in order to 
move to one t yore ition forone week ? 


The SPE ieee a 


not in order, the pre- 


vious question having been ordered. It can be 
done only y t inimous consent. 

Mr. STUART. I object 

The est 4 thie ta n uwnon the adoption 

f Mr. Flap se? salntio an there were eas 
67, ys 7 & ; 

Y EAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Averett, Bartlett, Bragg, 
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Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Basby, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Darby, 
George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dean, Disney, Dockery, 
Duncan, Ficklin, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Puller, Gaylord, 
Goodevow, Hall, Isham G. Marris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hascall, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, 
Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, George G. 
King, Kurtz, Lockhart, Mason, Miller, Millson, Molo- 
ny, Murphy, Mur ay, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Powell, 
Robinson, David L. Seymour, Smith, Frederick P. Stan 
ton, Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, Venable, Walsh, Wat- 
kins, Addison White, Wilcox,and Yates—67. 

Nu Y S— Mesers. Abercrombie, Willis Alen, John Apple- 
ton, Thomas U. Bayly, Barrere, Bell, Bocock, Breckin- 
ridge, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Burt, Joseph Cable, Cald- 
well, Chapman, Clark, Cleveland, Conger, Curtis, Doty, 
Eastinan, Ewing, Floyd, Giddings, Gilmore, Green, Grey, 
Grow, Harper, Haven, Hebard, Horstord, John W. Howe, 
Ives, Jenkins, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Preston King, Letcher, Little, Martin, McMullin, 
Meacham, Jolin Moore, Morrison, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Sam- 
uel W. Parker, Penn, Robie, Ross, Sabine, Sackett, Scud- 
der, Origen 8. Seymour, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, stuart, Sweet 
ser, Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Ward, 
Welch, Wildrick, Williams, and Woodward—73. 

So the resolution was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. A communication from the 
Navy Department, in relation to the purchase of 
some real estate at the navy-yard at Norfolk, was 
upon my motion referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. In conversation with some 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I un- 
derstand that they have that subject before them, 
and desire this communication to go to that com- 
mittee. I move a reconsideration of the vote, in 
order to send it to that committee. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I believe it is from some con- 
versation with me that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Housron] has made this motion; but 
he misunderstood the remarks I made to him. 1 
did not tell him that we had the particular subject 
to which this communication refers under consid- 
eration. I told him that the Committee on Naval 
A‘fairs had all similar subjects under considera- 
tion—everything relating to naval contracts; and 
that this related to that subject, and properly be- 
longed to that committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
You ought to have it. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objection be made, 
the change will be ordered. 

Mr. SUCANLY moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, by which the House refused to agree 
~ " t . . 
to the resolution offered by Mr. Harris, and to lay 
that motion upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 

BANKING IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. DOTY. I ask leave to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution. It is with reference to banking 
practiced in this city. The resolution reads as 
follows: 

Resolved, Thata select committee of three members be 
appotnied by the Speaker, to inquire whether the 5th sec- 
tion of the actto revive and extend the charters of certain 
Banks in the District of Columbia, which prohibited the 
issuing of bills of a less denomination than one dollar, and 
which expired on the 4th day of July, [644, onght to be re- 
vived: And also, whether any, and if so, what legislation is 
required to prevent unauthorized or private banking, the 
issving or circulating bank notes by unchartered banks, or 
the busing and selling of bank notes, within the District of 
Columbia; or to prevent the issuing of notes or certificates 
of the similitude of bank notes for circulation by unauthor- 
ized companies, banks or individuals, whether they are 
payable in specie or the notes of banks; and also, whether 
said notes or certificates are issued in the said District, or 
first put in circulation elsewhere in the United States: and 
reportthe names of the persons who are engaged in issuing 
or circulating notes of either of the deseriptions aforesaid ; 
and that said committee be authorized to report by bill or 
otherwise. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object, and call 
for the regular order of business. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I will say to my friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Dory] that this matter has been 
inquired into by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and I have had a bill in my desk for 
six months, but have not had an opportunity to 
report it. It will take no longer to report a bill 
than it will a resolution. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the call upon States for petitions, commencing 
with Maine. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
the House adjourn. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranron’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

So the House adjourned until Monday next, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


Let it go there. 


1 move that 
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PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rale, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

sy Mr. IVES: The petition of Horace Dunbar and 90 
others, citizens of Camden, New York, and vicinity, for 
breakwaters at Cape Vinceut harbor, New York. 

By Mr. HEBARD: The petition of 8S. M. Walton and 
158 others, legal voters of Montpelier, Vermont, asking for 
the appointment of a Congress of Nations to settle national 
disputes, and for the prevention of war. 

By Mr. BUELL: ‘The petition of Daniel D. Ellis and 
others, asking indemnity for losses sustained in loaning the 
United States money, &e., in 1778. 

By Mr. WALLACE: The petition of the heirs-at law of 
Dr. Je-se Beaty. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A petition, with an accompanying 
bill, for the grant of lands to aid in the construction of cer- 
tain railways within the States of Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and Alabama. 

Aliso, a memorial of the Legislature of Mississippi, rela- 
tive to the swamp lands heretofore granted by Congress to 
that State. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Mississippi, pray- 
ing the establistiment of a post route from Aberdeen to Ya- 
zoo City, ln said State. 

sy Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial of the citi 
zens of Georgetown, D. C., very numerously signed, pray- 
ing Cougress to make an appropriation for the erection of 
a custom house in that city. 

Ry Mr. MILLSON: ‘The memorial of General James 
Bankhead, Major George D. Ramsay, Major L. G. Arnold, 
and other officers of the United States Army, praying the 
repeal or modification of the eleventh section of whe act of | 
3d March, 1e47, relating to sutlers. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 3, 1853. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Botrer. 
The Hon. Sam Houston, from the State of 
Texas, and the Hon. Georce W. Jones, from | 
the State of lowa, appeared in their seats to-day. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Senate, show- 
ing the payments made from the contingent fund 
ot the Senate for the year ending December 4, 
1852; which was ordered to lie upon the table and 

be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
accompanied by a communication from the Com- | 
missioner of the General Land Office, with the an- 
nual reports of the Surveyors General of California 
and Oregon; which was read. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WADE presented a document in support 

of the claim of Doty Richards to prize money for 


assisting in the capture of the British sloop Ven- | 


ture, during the Jast war with Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of inhab- 
itants of Livingston county, New York, praying 
that pensions and bounty land may be allowed to 
soldiers of the revolutionary war, or their widows, 
upon proof of sixty days’ service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of members 
of the bar of Windham, Connecticut, praying for 
a distribution of the reports of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a petition of citizens of New Haven, Con- | 


necticut, praying that the bill giving further rem- 
| edies to patentees may become a law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a memorial of B. F. Gold, of New Ha- 
ven, Connecticut, alleging that he has discovered 
the means of manufacturing American fine sheet- 
iron fully equai to the best Russia sheet-iron, and 
praying for the patronage and protection of the 
Government; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented two petitions of cit- 
izens of Maine, praying the establishment of a 
custom-house at Island Pond, Vermont; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WELLER presented five memorials of cit- 
izens of California, praying the repeal of the law 
which prohibits the receipt of the issues of the 
United States assay office in payment of dues to 
the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. FISH presented a memorial of the proprie- | 


tors of the New York and Havre mail steamers, 

praying the Government to grant them such fur- 

ther aid as will enable them to pursue the service 

without ruin to themselves, or to purchase their 

ships at equitable rates; which was referred to the 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


_ San. 3. 


Mr. MORTON presented a reso 
Legislature of Florida, in favor of 
the bar of Volusia, on Lake George, 
was referred to the Committee on 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Floria 
in regard to the establishment of a land offies 
Tampa, Florida; which was referred to Sete. 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be , mr 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of 
in favor of the establishment of a port of deliye-. 
at Bayport, in that State; which was referred t;, 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to |, 
printed. -_ 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Floride 
in favor of a mail route from ‘Tampa to For Mel. 
lon, and the establishment of a mail royte. 4. 
water, from Tampa to Old Tampa bay; which ws, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I presenta petition of gos. 
men of the Navy, who served both at sea and , 
land during the late war with Mexico, represen. 
ing that they shared the dangers and depriy ations 
of the army without receiving like benefits, ay¢ 
praying some additional compensation. As I 
submitted a billon this subject the other day, Mr 
President, which went through the second read. 
ing, granting the relief prayed for, and which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lamis, | 
move a reference of this petition to that commy. 
tee, as the subject is now pending before them, 

It was so referred. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of J, Lo. 
gan Chipman, in behalf of his wife and other 
children of Kenainsie Shawanah, a Chippewa 
chief, praying the payment of an amount dye 
them under the Ottawa and Chippewa treaty 
1836; which was referred to the Committee oy [p- 
dian Affairs. 


ANAESTHETIC PROPERTIES OF ETHER. 


Mr.SMIH. Ipresentthe memorial of Charles 
T. Wells, by his next friends, Thomas 8. Wi. 
, liams and Thomas C. Brownell, stating that Dr, 
Horace Wells, deceased, was the discoverer of 
the availability of anzsthetic agents in surgical 
operations, and praying for some acknowledgment 
from the Government. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Ofice, 
The PRESIDENT. It will be so referred, un- 
less objected to. 4 
Mr. BORLAND. Did I understand the Sem- 
tor correctly, that that is a memorial in reference 
to the anzsthetic properties of ether? 
Mr. SMITH. Itisin relation to the discovery 
of an anesthetic agent. I believe it does not say 
| anything about ether. 
| Mr. BORLAND. That subject is already be- 
fore the Committee on Military Affairs, upon a , 
memorial from another quarter. I think, there 
fore, as the subject is in part before that commit 
tee, and especially as they reported upon it at the 
last session, and as there was a discussion here 
growing out of that report, the whole subject 
should be referred to it. 
| Mr. SMITH. Iam not aware that any me 
, morial has been presented to the Senate on this 
| subject. , 
Mr. BORLAND. There has been a memoritl e 
from the surgeons and physicians of Boston pre- 
sented, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, who now have the subject under considers 
tion. 
Mr. SMITH. At what time was it presented’ 
Mr. BORLAND. Early in the session. 
Mr. SMITH. Early in the present session’ 
Mr. BORLAND. Yes, sir. : 
Mr. SMITH. If was not aware of that fact, 
| Mr. President. The memorial which I present 
| from the only son and heir of Dr. Horace Wells, 
of Hartford, by his next friends, Bishop Brow- 
| nell and Judge Williams, late chief justice o! 0 
supreme court, presenting the subject to the cot 
sideration of the Senate. I should prefer to have & 








lution of the 
the removal o¢ 


Florida: Which 
Commerce. ang 


Tinted 


.) 
lorida 


mh 


a 


it referred to some committee of the body, eit 
a standing committee or a select COTTE 2 
~ 


has not formed an opinion on the subject. | . 
|| a proper respect, I believe, for the Committee 0 
Military Affairs, and as much confidence in 0 
committee as in any other committee of this | 1 
orable body; but it will be recollected that tower” 
| the close of the last session-of Congress, that com- 
|| mittee proposed to amend the military appropria 





ral 


rus 
om- 
ria- 


. 


OTe yo 


mone 


as to grant to Dr. William T. G. Mor- 
of not less than one hundred thousand 
for having made this discovery; and that 


so 
at 


, rewal 


= ant was most strenuously urged by the 

arnt vane on the consideration of the Senate. It 
4 ont ‘hat no memorial had been presented to 
e au ad 


committee. They had nat been charged with 
ideration of the subject in any shape or 
Senate, to my knowledge. But, never- 

less, properly perhaps, in view of what they 
dered to be the interest of the Army and a 
rs he United States, they did report an amend- 
* co that bill, proposing to grant the very large 
sam which I have mentioned, to. Dr. Morton; from 
which we must infer that that committee has 
already prej ridged the subject; that they have al- 
eady formed an Opinion upon the merits of the 
eation, | have no doubt with the most perfect 

d faith, with the most entire integrity. But I 
humbly conceive that this application ought to go 
ye committee that has not prejudged the case, 
let them take it up denoro. It struck me that 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office 
. 1s the proper committee to refer it to. It is the 
-ommittee charged with the subject of discoveries 
end inventions. Now, I desire the Senate to con- 
sider—but first, | would inquire of the Chair 
whether this is now an open question? 

The PRESIDENT. It is. The Chair an- 
nounced that the memorial would be referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, as 
moved by the Senator, unless objected to; but ob- 
ection was made by the Senator from Arkansas, 
‘who suggested that it should go to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH. | supposed it was an open ques- 
ton. The Committee on Military Affairs, for 
aught I know, unanimously—lI think that was the 
statement made towards the close of the last ses- 
sion—did on an ex parte hearing, without any no- 
tice to the family of Dr. Wells, and without the 
knowledge of either my colleague (Mr. Tovcey} 
or myself, who arecharged more particularly with 
the vindication of what we conceive to be the rights 
of Dr. Wells’s family, prejudge this question, and 
lid come to the conclusion that Dr. Morton was 
the original discoverer of this most important 
agent. 

“Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I know that 
my honorable friend does not want to cast any re- 
flection upon the Committee on Military Affairs, 
but I regret to say that he is sometimes very un- 
fortunate in his manner of expressing himself in 
relation to it. [am aware that so far as the com- 
mittee is concerned, he does not mean to cast any 
reflection upon it; still his speech to-day may have 
that appearance. 

Mr. President, the case to which he alludes was 
examined by that committee precisely as every case 
is examined. How do committees examine cases? 
I did not know that there was such a man on earth 
as Dr. Wells? How could I tell? The case was 
before the committee, and we disposed of it as we 
dispose of every case. The committee never send 
for persons and papers to examine a case pro and 
con. They take it as it comes before them. We 
may have been mistaken in thiscase. Perhaps we 
were, but we acted on what was before us. We 
acted as we believed honestly and conscientiously ; 
and as for these other parties, we did not know that 
they were on the earth. How could we dispose 
of the case in the way thegentleman mentions? | 
therefore beg the Senator once again to cease these 
rellections upon thatcommittee. We had enough 
of them at the last session when he made similar 
reflections. I dislike to hear a gentleman whom | 
esteem and respect, so unfortunate in his observa- 
tonsas he has been this morning. I know nothing 
avout the case. It is a case which I cannot com- 
prehend; but it is in the hands of a member of the 
. “amittee on Military Affairs who seems to un- 
Cerstand it. I do not care whether this memorial 
goes to the committee or not. [ hope it will not. 

wish it would go to another committee. But, 
ne Sanne time, [ beg my honorable friend from 

‘necticut to abstain from the reflections which 
weeor at upon the committee, that the case 
ies ne sk before them, that it was examined 
ine ie way, that we had prejudged it, and 
hers re a the case. There was no un- 

Mr “4 iat kind on the part of the committee. 

'. SMITH. fam certainly very much sur- 
onorable Senator from Illinois 
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the train of remarks which he has just submitted | 
to the Senate; as I commenced my remarks with 
disclaiming utterly the idea of calling in question, 
in the slightest degree, the motives, the purposes, 
or the impartiality and rectitude of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. I made that disclaimer at 
the last session of Congress, in language just as | 
emphatic as [ could use, or as I could command. 
never had any idea of questioning the propriety 
of the course of that honorable committee, and, 
least of all, that of the honorable chairman him- 
self, for whom I cherish, and ever have cherished 
sentiments of the very highest respect. But I did 
complain at the last session of Congress, and I do 
complain now most bitterly of the course pursued 
by this William T. G. Morton; for, although the 
honorable chairman and the other honorable mem- 
bers of the Committee on Military Affairs did not 
know that there was another party—two other 
parties in point of fact—contesting his claim as dis- 
coverer, there were such claimants, but he did not 
make that fact known to the committee. I do 
complain of his going before that committee with- | 
out my knowledge, or that of my honorable col- 
league, and procuring an ex parte hearing before 
them, and their decision in his favor, when he 
knew that the family of Dr. Horace Wells, of 
Hartford, would have appeared there in opposi- 


| 


tion to his pretensions, and would have endeav- |! 


ored to show that those pretensions were utterly 
unfounded, if they had known of his application. 
I do say, and | have a right to say here, after 
what transpired at the last session of Congress, 
that the Committee on Military Affairs had, on an 
ex parte hearing, formed an opinion with regard 
to the merits of this entire subject—lI will not use 
the word ‘ prejudged,’’ for that seems to give 
some offense to my honorable friend. 

All that I desire is an impartial hearing by some 
committee—and I do not care what committee, 
whether a standing or select committee—that has 
not formed an opinion with regard to the merits 
of the entire case. I have moved a reference of 
the petition to the Committee on Patents, because 
it seemed to me to be the appropriate committee; 
and [ would remind my honorable friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
that [ happen to be a member of the Committee 
on Patents, and am therefore in very much the 
same conditon that heis. 1 have formed an opin- | 
ion with regard to the merits of this question; but | 
Ido not know that any other member of that com- 
mittee has done so. I presume no one has. I am 
willing to retire from that committee; and [ say 
here, that if the Senate refer this memorial to the 
Committee on Patents, I will ask to be excused 
from serving on that committee, and let the case 
be fully examined by honorable members who’| 
have not formed any previous opinion uponit. It 
is entirely immaterial to me what reference the | 
Senate may make; all I desire is, that the matter 
should have a full and fair investigation, and a | 
candid consideration; and I will do my friend, the | 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, | 
the justice to say, that if it should he the pleasure | 
of the Senate to put it into his hands, I believe he | 
would endeavor to give it a fair and candid consid- 
eration, and make an honest disposition of the 
case. 

Mr. BORLAND. Thissubject has brought out 
a discussion which I did not expect when I made | 
the suggestion which I submitted with regard to 
the reference of the memorial to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. My object in suggesting that 
reference, instead of a reference to the Committee | 
on Patents, was simply in order that the whole | 
question might be before the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs. TheSenator from Connecticut seems 
to have misconceived the action of the committe®, | 
and the whole position of the subject as they | 
brought it before the Senate. There was no ez | 
parte proceeding, sir. This subject was not, at the | 
last session of Congress, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs; but action having been 
taken upon it in the House of Representatives, and 
there having been a very full report upon it, after 
an examination of the parties on all sides, by a 
committee of that House, at the head of which 
was a gentleman not only highly competent and 
accomplished as a member of Congres 
as a member of the medical profession, and he 
having made an elaborate report after a full exam- | 
ination, the subject came before the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the Senate, and also before the ! 
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Committee on Naval Affairs, and both committees 
directed members from their number to move and 
sustain an amendment to the appropriation bill, 
making proper compensation to the patentee of 
this important discove ry. The knowledge of the 
subject obtained by the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
Senate was from the report of the House commit- 
tee to which f allude. Though the subject was 
not referred to us, we deemed it proper, not only 
from a sense of justice to the patentee, but on ac- 


' ~ - . 
count of the great benefit to the public service, 


that some acknowledgment and compensation 
should be made for the use of this important med- 
ical agent. 

When the subject was brought in here at the 
last session, as anamendment to the Army appro- 
priation bill, the two Senators fram Connecticut 
rose and opposed it. The main ground of objec- 
tion on their part, to the action of the Senate at 
that time, was, that the subject had not been fully 
laid before the Senate, or the committee, and that 
the committee had considered only one side of the 
question, and that it was improper for the Senate 
to act upon the subject upon views formed upon 
so narrow a basis. 
by the Senate. E 
a memorial from medical men in Boston was pre- 
sented and referred to the Conimittee on Military 
Affairs. Thus, by no solicitation or seeking on 
their part, but as a recular proceeding on the part 
of the Senate, it was made the duty of that commit 
tee to consider the subject and report upon it. The 
committee now have the matter under considera- 
tion, having committed to me 2s a sub-comm ttee, 
the preparation of a report. When, therefore, I 
heard the presentation of another memorial repre- 
senting the interests of other parties, it was perfectly 
natural that I should ask to have it referred to the 
same committee, especially in view of the objection 


The proposition was rejected 
irly at this session of Congres 
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which the Senator from Connecticut made at the 
last session and repeats now, in order that the 
Committee on Military Affairs might have the 


whole subject before them. I was desirous, and 
it seems to me it will strike the mind of every one 
as perfectly natural, in order to avoid such an ob- 
jection, to have all the facts and suggestions on 
‘both sides of the question before the committee. 
Let us see what both parties have to say; let both 
have an opportunity to be heard by the same com- 
mittee. 

| have no particular desire to attend to this busi- 
ness; it has really come into my hands against 
my will, having already more business to attend 
to, in which I feel a deeper interest, than I can 
well find time to dispose of. But the committee 
having made it my duty to attend to the matter, 
which was sent to us by an order of the Senate, I 
have simply asked that all the facts may be laid 
before us, that the views of the contending parties 
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mav be presented to us, so that we may m 
report which shall not be objected to on account 
of its ex parte character. 

Mr. SHIELDS. So far as I am concerned, 
and I think | can speak for the whale of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, there is.no member of 
that committee who takes the slightest interest in 
this question, except to do justice to all parties. I 
now make this proposition, in view of the trouble 
and difficulty we had on this subject at the last 
session, that a select committee of five be a 
pointed by the Senate, to take charge of this 
whole subject. 

Mr. CASS. The subject is not worth it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator from 
Michigan thinks the subject is not worthy of the 
consideration of a select committee; but it will 
consume the time of the Se late, especially as one 
of your standing committees is not considered 
competent to act upon it. Lam not 
the committee being raised by the Senate 
appointed by the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH. That will be perfectly satisfac- 
tory to me. 

Mr. HALE. : I am 
the Senator from Michie 
worthy the consideration of a select 

Mr. CASS. I wish tos 
of the 
moon;’’ I 
when one of this 
circumstances are 
mittee, why m 
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to a special commit'ee when we have hree or 
four Standing committer to whom the referen 
would be equally a propriate. The remark I made 
Was A veneral one. 


about to make the 


Senator 


Mr. HALE. . I was 


Burvesiion 


same 


-. oe | 
which has been made by the 


from Illinois, but | am glad he made it instead of 
leaving it to be made by me; because if | had made 
il, this being a subject which relates entirely to the 
sick and wounded, it might have been s ipposed 
that | made it with reference to the rentlemen 


who be ong to th at catevzory outside of ** he 


But the eicore 


Lithy 
1 . 4 
stion having come 


organizations 
not stand 


from a 
SUSPICIOUS position, it wil certainly eres 


in such a 
‘eived with 
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rentleman who 


more favor by the Senate . but letth wen. | think 
if there ever was a subject presented to the Senate 
which demanded, as a matter of rig if, a full and 
fair investization, it is this. I think I am not ex 
ftravagant when I say, it is one of the discoveries 
of the age which has done more to alleviate human 


suffering than any other ever made in the healing 


art since it was first practiced. And it is one, too, 
of which the Government is availing itself every 
day, in the Army and Navy: itis one for which 
the Government of the ates has already 


United St 
| 


issued a patent. fut | have nothing to say about 
that. It is one which the Government is using 
constantly, and with the greatest suecess—with 
infinite benefit. And whilst the Government is 
thus using it with such suecess, and so great 
benefit for the cause of humanity, both in the 


Army and Navy, I think it is incumbent upon the 
Government to do something in the way of com- 
vensation for this great benefit. I do not think it 
is right to enjoy this without conferring 
some compensation upon the discoverer. If Dr. 
Morton be entitled, let him have it; if it belong to 
the heirs of Dr. Wells, let them have it. I think 
the Senate should investigate this matter, so 
know to whom this great merit rightly belongs, 
and render the compensation to 7 proper person, 
I think we should either pay for it, or give up its 
use. Entertaining these views, ani vi wishing that 
all parties may feel that they been fairly 
treated, though I have full confidence in either of 
the committees, | think the suegestion of the 
ator from Illinois should be acceded to, 
select committee of five should be ap- 
pointed to investigate this matter; and if they do 
investigate it, they will submit a report which may 
be relied upon, and do justice to the partie 

Mr. WALKER. I « agree in th 
tion made by the Senator from Illinois for the ap 
pointment of a special committee to consider this 
subject. I rather concur in the sentiments ex- 
pressed by the Senator from Michigan, that this is 
a case like almost every other case that can be im- 
agined, which will fall properly within the jurisdic- 
tion of some of the standing committees. It has 
been too muci#the fashion, when particular individ- 
uals, or particular classes of individuals, either in 
or out of the Senate, manifest a deep personal or 
collective interest in a particular matter, to put the 
Senate to the trouble of raising a special committee 
for their especial benefit. This subject, itseems to 
me, more properly belongs to the Military or the 
Naval Committee,than any other. The Army and 
the Navy, and the public hospitals of the country, 
are those which avail themselves of the great benefits 
resulting from this discovery. The question to be 
determined by the committeeis, who made the dis- 
covery: and then to measure somewhs . its impor- 
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have 
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us will pay the Military Committee the poor com- 
plinent lo say that they are not as weil qualified 
lo investigate this matter as atiy special committee 
which may be raised ? Will you look over the 
Senate and make a selection of pt iysicians to be 
pla ed upon the select com nittee? How many 


will you flad ? and after you have found them, how 
many of them will know anything as to the use of 
this remedial agent in the Army ¢ r the Navy? Par 
k out physica’, where will you 
elent to investigate this 
case than the Committee on Military Affairs? 1 
think it will bea difficult matter to find a more 
committee. There are but few physi- 

Senate, and one of them is upon the 
Military Committee. I think the reference to that 
ee is a proper one; and as a part of the 
fore them, | hope the it may 
that this memorial be referred 


you de »> nal pu 


ili | mem! ers more comp 
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ommiutt 
case is be residue of 
vo there; and I move 
to the same ce 
of the case has been referred. 

Mr. SMITH. In conformity with the sugges- 
tion made by the chairman of the 
Military Affairs, [Mr. | substitute 
for the motion which IL originally made to refer 

memorial to the Committee on Patents and 

the Patent Office, the motion to refer it to a select 
committee presume the Senate will be 
willing to have that committee appointed by the 
Chair. I know that will require unanim 
sent, and if object be made the Senate 

| , have to make the ay pouitment, 


Committee on 
Suietps,]} | wil 


tne 
of five. I 
U8 CONn- 


ion should 


Wil, of course 


While Lam up, Mr. President, | wish to cor- 
rect a mistake which was made by the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas. He stated that this sub- 


ject had been investigated by a committee of the 
Flouse of Representatives. I would remind the 
honorable Senator that it was a select committee. 
But he further stated that that mmmittee 
made a report on the subject. That I deny, with 

creat respec tto my honorable friend. ‘They have 
never made any report to this day. 

A Senaror. Are you not mistaken? 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir, | am not mistaken. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not know what the 
Senator from Connecticut means by a report, but 
this I do know, and this I do aver here upon this 
floor: that I was informed by the chairman of 
that committee of the House of Representatives, 
Colonel Bissell, of [llinois, that he, as chairman, 
representing a majority of the committee, did 
make a report to the House, a printed copy of 
which I had in my hand, and together with him 
I examined it; and that it was not made to the 
House at the time we were considering it here, 
because reports from that committee had not been 
called for, and they had been unable to get it in. 
Not only was that report prepared on behalf of 
the majority of the committee, but a minority re- 
port was also prepared, a copy of which I have 
received from the gentleman making it—Mr.Stanly, 
of North Carolina—since I reached the city and 
since this session of Congresscommenced. Both 
these gentlemen have informed me that both these 
reports had been made, one by the majority, the 
other by the minority of the committee. Now, 
the statement of the honorable Senator, together 
with the facts, which he cannot controvert, may 
go for what they are worth. 

Mr. SMITH. If my honorable friend had per- 
mitted me to pursue the remarks which [ was sub- 
mitting, he would have seen at once that there 
was no occasion whatever. for his interposition. 
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novel 
extrao! dinary doe ‘ument was ts ken, 


the knowledge of my colleague, or myself, 
without the knowledge of the family of Dr, W, 
and cart ied | efore the Committee on Mili: 
fairs, w hich took it up—intending to do ; 
will admit; I do not cal !l in question their motives 
without kno brill shia the family of Dr, Welle wo. 
resisting the application of Dr. Morton, withous 
having one particle of the testimony whist h we 
into the Looe of the select committ 
House theut even the re port of the ming rl 
that conemitte e,and came to the c ‘onclusion—] have 
no doubt with the intention to do every thing 
and fair—that the claim of Dr. Morton oi, 
be recognized and that a very large sum a 
should be granted him from the Treasury— 
such circumstances, | am unwilling that this men 
rial should go into the hands of the Commit: 
Military Affairs. What has that committee 
with it? This is a claim for money out 
Treasury. If it is to go to any standing 
tee, perhans it should more properly be refi 
the Committee on Claims; but Lam willinet 
it referred toa select committee. I hac 
culty, doubt, some hesitation, in moving 
reference to the Committee on Patents and the P 
ent Offic e, because lama member of it; and Lar 
the same situation on the sul jec | as my honorable 
friend from Arkansas, [Mr. I 
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| Senator—it will be recollected by himself and other 


members of the Senate—insisted at the last ses 

of Congress that the proposed amendment 
emanated from the Committee on Military Affairs 
should be adopted by hg Senate. He not only 
voted for it, but argued t he question. He addressed 
the Senate, if | mistake not, more than twice 
the subject. It seems now that a petition has 
presented at the present session of Congress 
this matter. I knew nothing of the pre 


nial 
of any such petition. I did not know that the 
| question was before the Committee on Military 


Affairs. But it seemsthat it is, and that the pet- 
tion has been put into the hands of the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas. He was here voting! 

a final disposition of the question at the last ses- 
sion of Congress. He has obviously formed 

opinion upon the subject; yet now, at this late 
day, after that opinion has been form - and an- 


| nounced here—I have no doubt at all wi fair- 


ness, and with every disposition to ag what is 
honorable and right—and that honorable Senator 
has made every effort he could in his power, 
give effect to the opinion which he expressed a! 
the last session of Congress, we are to be required 
to go before him—for it seems he has jurisdictio! 


| over it; the whole thing has been put into his ha 


to the Senate 


—and he is to decide and report 
whether the family of Dr. Wells have any claim 
in relation to the matter. 

I must confess that it would seem to wet ve 
altogether better to put the subject either into te 
hands of some standing committee, like the C 0 
mittee on Claims—for I waive most cheerful ly my 
original proposition to refer it to the Committee 
Patents and the Patent Office, in consideratio! 
the fact that lam a member of that committee—T 
to a select committee. I agree with whatthe ht 


tance, and toaward, eitherin honor, or bya pecuni- 
ary compens: ition, what is due tothe discoverer. It 
is said by one of the members of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, that the subject is already under 
investigation by that committee, that they are now |, was taken by somebody, I will not say by the 
proceeding with its investigation. Itis now pro- |, committee. They drew up a report; a majority 
posed to bring before them the memorial under | of the committee signed it; and then it seems to 
consideration; and I think it is proper and right, |, have been put into the hands of Dr. Morton, the 
as a part of the case has gone to that committee, || claimant, and he went and had it printed at his 
that the whole should go there. Is there any rea- || own expense. But, I repeat, no report has been 
son why it should be taken out of the general rule 


What I stated is true. No report was made by 
that select committee on this subject at the last | 
session of Congress, and none has been made to | 
this day. A very extraordinary step, however, 


of propriety? I think not. Here is another branch 
of the case now brought up, and it is not claimed 
that any question of a patent is involved in it. No 
patent is cl nimed to have been issued to the oe 
vidual. He does not seek the establishment of 

patent right, or anything of the kind. No Aesth 
tion of a patent being involved, it should not be 
referred to the Committee on Patents: but itis now 
proposed to compromise between these two com- 
mittees, by raising a special committee. Who of |! 


made to this day, and whether any ever will be 
madeis morethan! know. One of the gentlemen 
who stgned the majority report has since died—a 
fact which I very sine erely deplore—and a substi- 


tute has been appointed in his place, and that sub- | 


stitute, in looking over the case, has come toa 
conclusion in direct opposition to this Dr. Morton, 
so that, as the select committee now stands, there 


are three on it for Dr. Morton and two opposed || 


| to him; and if another should resign or be re- 


moved by death, for aught 1 know, before a report | 


| be such—of gentlemen who have formed n 
tinct opinion on the subject; and let them [@* 
up and examine it, and make such a repo 


they may deem proper. 





orable Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. H ALE] 


has stated, that it is a subject of high importanes 
a subject of deep interest, and one that may be 
well aronthy the consideration and atte! 

the Senate. Let there, therefore, be appoi” — a 
select committee, composed, if possib sle—al 
they oF appointed by the C hair, 1 know they 
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‘ass. I move to lay this subject on the 
It has now consumed an hour, and we are 
entiy no nearer the end than we were when 
“caion commenced. This petition has 
rise to a vast deal of discussion that does 
ear at all on the merits of the case. I move, 
ore, to lay the whole subject upon the table. 
TI » motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
aves 20, noes 13. 
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Mr. CASS. Mr. President, | have been re- 
ied to present the petition which I now send 
ce Clerk’s table, from the Maryland Baptist 
Union Association, and to move its: reference to 
appropriate committee. I do this with pleas- 
not ouly out of regard to the motives and po- 
*n of those Who make this application, but also 
aise | entirely concur with them in the import- 
.e of the object they seek to obtain,and in the 
riety of calling the attention of the Govern- 
at to it—an object dear to us, and in its conse- 
. ouences to the world now and hereafter. This 
body of pious and intelligent Christians anxiously 
desire the freedom of religious worship for their 
countrymen wherever the accidents of life ma 
carry them. And it is not strange that this senti-4 
ment should be strongly felt and strongly ex- 
nressed in this land of Gospel liberty. But it is 
atrange that in this age of the world, and in this | 
day of intellectual advancement, any obstacle 
should be interposed by any Government in Chris- 
tendom to prevent the believers in the faith of Jesus 
from following the dictates of their own consciences 
and while rendering unto Cesar the things that 
are Cesar’s, prohibit them from rendering unto 
God the things that are God’s, agreeably to their 
own convictions of the injunctions of His Divine 
Word. I coincide fully with the signers of this 
petition, that the base of all freedom is the free- 
dom of conscience, and that there is no tyranny 
so revolting as that which tyrannizes over the 
mind. 

(Here Mr. Smrrn objected to the remarks of 
Mr. Cass as not being in order upon the present- 
ation of a petition; but the Senate permitted Mr. 
Cass to go on.] 

We have a right to be heard in such an appeal 
as this, for we have tried the great experiment— 
an experiment no longer, for it has become experi- 
ence—of the entire separation of Church and State, 
and have shown that unrestricted freedom of wor- 
ship is not only best for the political interests of a 
country, but best for the true interests of religion 
itself. Unfortunately, the errors of dark ages 
have not yet wholly yielded to the progress of 
truth, and in many countries the civil authority 
undertakes impiously to exclude any form of reli- 
gion but its own, and non-conformity is not the 
want of conformity with the will of God, but the 
offense of preferring the Divine will to that of the 
ruler. Human presumption has never gone further 
than in the creation of a standard of faith with 
which all must agree, or be subject to the penalties 
of the Government here, and to the denunciations 
: of the church hereafter. So far as regards the 
: profession of particular doctrines as a necessary 
qualification for office, however we may lament its 
| presumption and injustice, we have no rational 
r cause of complaint, as that is a question of internal 
; policy; and nothing better illustrates the slow 
: progress of truth in those old countries, where it 
; has many interests and prejudices to encounter, 


‘ 





. than the fact that even in England, with all its real 

claims to freedom and intelligence, a Jew to this 
; day cannot occupy a seat in Parliament without 
: taking an oath by which he abjures his own faith 
: and the religion of his forefathers. ° 
; But we have a right to expect from the comity 


of all friendly nations that American citizens be 
permitted to enjoy liberty of worship wherever 
they may go. here is not the slizhtest reason- 


rT 

b teeth: . 

’ le objection to such a demand. It ought not, in- 
) “eed, to be necessary; for this unworthy system 
- of intolerance has not the least foundation in reason 


Orrelizion. It is a mere relic of barbarism, inca- 


pable of defense, converting the religion of the 
Gospel into an engine of State, and substituting 
human fallibility, or rather human presumption, 
or those personal convictions of religious belief 
and duty which every one should exercise for him- 
seli, and for the exercise of which every one is re- 
sponsible, 


In what manner it may be proper for our Gov- 
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ernment to present this grave question to other 
Governments I do not undertake at present to say. 
1 shall move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, feeling satisfied 
that they will give it their earnest attention, and 
in the hope that they will make a report which will 
be authoritative as the expression of our views, 
and, still more, those of our constituents, in any 
communications the Executive may open with 
foreign Powers. Certainly there can be no objec- 
tion to firm and friendly representations; and | 
cannot doubt that these declarations of the wishes 
of the American people will have weight every- 
where, and I am satisfied they will ere long pro- 
duce a salutary effect on some countries, and event- 
ually on all. This is a piece of imterposition 


| which well befits this ee and as day by day 


we find ourselves engaged in far different questions, 
we have cause to feel gratified that the opportunity 
is offered us of aiding in a work which commends 
itself to our consideration by the highest motives 
that can influence human action. 

And I am free, sir, to confess, that for myself I 
rejoice at the occasion thus given to us, while 
pleading for the free toleration of religion, to bear 
our testimony toits priceless value. Independent of 
its connection with human destiny hereafter, I be- 
lieve the fate of republican governments is indis- 
solubly bound up with the fate of the Christian 
religion, and that a people who reject its holy facts 
will soon find themselves the slaves of evil pas- 
sions and of arbitrary power. And I am free also 
to acknowledge that | do not see altogether with- 
out anxiety some of the signs which are shadowed 
forth around us. A sublimated imagination with 
some, and unregulated passions with others, are 


producing founders and followers of strange doc- 


trines, whose tendencies it is easier to foresee than 
it is to account for their origin and progress. But 
they will find their barrier and their remedy, not 
in legislation, but in sound religious opinion, 
whether they inculcate an appeal to God through 
stocks and stones, and rappings, the latest and the 
most ridiculous effort upon human credulity, or 
whether they seek to pervert the Scriptures to the 
purposes of their own libidinous passions, by de- 
stroying that safeguard of religion and social or- 
der, the institution of marriage, and by leading 
lives of unrestricted intercourse, thus making pros- 
elytes to a miserable imposture, unworthy of our 
nature, by the temptations of unbridled lust. The 
experiment was tried in Germany some three cen- 
turies ago,in a period of strange abominations, 
and failed, and it will failhere. Where the word 
of God is free to all, no such vile doctrine can per- 
manently establish itself. 

I now move the reference of this petition to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to tender my 
thanks to my friend from Michigan, and to say 
that [ hail him now as a follower, if not a leader, 
in the right road of progress. He has at last 
joined with me in that kind of progress of which 
| have always been in favor. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. HALE. This is evidently an important 
subject, from the manner in which the honorable 
Senator from Michigan has treated it; but it 
strikes me that the character of it is objectionable. 
It seems to me that it is an attempt on the part of 
the United States to introduce into foreign coun- 
tries a ** higher law ”’ than that which is tolerated 
by the civil governments of those countries. The 
toleration of other religions than their own is not 
allowed there by law; and their lawis the highest 
law known to them. This is a petition or an ap- 
peal on our part to induce them to tolerate a 
higher law than the law of the land. The Sena- 
tor from Michigan says that we are the most ap- 
propriate people in the world to make it. It 
strikes me directly the other way. We have de- 
nied that to our own people. We have branded 
that as one of the foulest heresies that can be 
broached. The idea that there can be a higher 
law than the Baltimore platforms, or the fugitive 
slave law, has been hooted and scouted from one 
end of the land to the other; and it seems to me 
that, if there are to be apostles of the higher law, 
they ought to come from some other country than 
this. I agree with the object of the petition. I 
think it is a highly meritorious one, and I think 
that there ought to be an appeal made to those 
countries, and to those Governments, to recognize 
the fact that there is a God in heaven and a con- 
i science in man. But, sir, I do not think we are 
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the high priest to minister at that altar. I think 
that, of all the nations of the earth who should go 
out on this mission preaching to the despotisms of 
the Old World the doctrines of a higher law, we 
should be the ones to stay at home; and they had 
better send missionaries to us, and we had better 
have the doctrine preached and practiced here, be- 
fore we go abroad to preach it to other folks. 
These are my notions. 

Mr. CASS. I merely want to observe, that if 
I had the least idea of what the honorable Senator 
meant, I would endeavor to answer him. My re- 
spect for him would induce me to do so, 

Mr. HALE. The honorable Senator does not 
understand me, because I mean exactiv what I 
say. That is so uncommon here, that he does not 
understand me. [Laughter. } 

Mr. CASS. I confessI do not understand you. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of a Committee of the Cor 
poration of the city of Washington, on the files of the Sen 
ate, praying en appropriation to repair the present bridge 
across the Potomac, be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of citizens of Washington and 
Georgetown, on the files of the Senate, relative to the in 
corporation of a manufacturing company in the District of 
Columbia, be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Samuel Rem 


ick, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 


Ordered, That Charles B. Polhemus and Charles Gris 
wold, of the firm of Alsop and Company, have leave to 
withdraw their petition and papers. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to which was referred a petition of citizens 
of Portland, Maine, reported a bill to create a col- 
lection district in the State of Vermont; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of John 8. Davis, a citizen of California, praying 
remuneration for losses occasioned by the Indians, 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion thereof; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of delegates from the 
Shawnee tribe of Indians, praying that the appro- 
priation made by the House of Representatives 
for the payment of moneys due them under and 
by virtue of the treaties of 7th November, 1825, 
and 18th August, 1831, may not be stricken from 
the bill, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAYARD, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to lecrsdeada a bill grant- 
ing and reconveying the arsenal in the town of New 
Castle, in the State of Delaware, to the trustees of 
said town, and their successors; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to introducea bill for the 
relief of Chambers C. Mullen; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


CONDUCT OF COMMODORE MORGAN. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
inform the Senate the number of days the United States 
razee Independence, the flag-ship of the Mediterranean 
squadron, commanded by Charles W. Morgan, was at sea 
after her arrival at Naples, on the 14th of September, 1849, 
vntil she sailed thence for the United States, on the 20th 
March, 1852; how many days said ship was at anchor in 
the bay or harbor of Naples, and how long at Spezzia, or 
other ports during that period; what portion of the afore- 
said two and a half years was passed on shore, and how 
much of it on board ship by said Morgan ; what is the esti 
mated expense of ashipof the class of the Independence, 
properly officered and manned, per day or per year; 
whether said Morgan, without authority from the Depart 
ment, while his ship was lying at anchor in the bay of Na 
ples, chartered or employed a merchant vessel to transport 
supplies for his squadron from Spezzia to Naples, and 

' whether the cost of such transportation has been charged to 
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the Government by the order or approval of said Morgan; 
whether in-tructions were given to said Morgan by the De 
part nent, or by any barean theréof, to practice hts squadron 
in haval evedutions or fleet sailing, and if so, whether said 
instructions were obeyed ; whether he was directed te ex- 
ercise his men in target firing. and it so, whether he com- 
plied with such directions, and to what extent; whether 
there is anv rule or regulation of the Department against 
naval officers transporting females, members or their farni- 
lies, or othera, on board ehips of war of the United States, 
and if so, whether Commodore Morgan, or any officer under 
his command, was guilty of a violation of such regulation ; 
whether the broad pennant of Commodore Morgan was 
kept flying during the period of bis command in the Medi- 
terranean, Or Was at any time taken down, and if so, for 
what length of time; whether Commodore Morgan has 
been held to answer for disobedience of orders. or violations 
of regaiations, or neglect of duty while in command of the 
paval forces of the United States in the Mediterranean du- 
ring the past three years. 
ASSAY OF GOLD IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of tha Treasury he required 
to furnizh the Sevate copies of the letters which have been 
sent from, or received by, and of all regulations made, ir 
structions issued, and reports received, and of ail coutracts 
made, proposals offered, and bonds taken by the Treasury 
Department in relation to the assaying of gold in California 
andiabe reception of gold so assayed by any public officer 
as, or in lieu of, gold or silver coin. 


HICKEY’S EDITION OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to procure from 
the proprietor, for the use of the Senate, ten thousand 
copies of THickey’s edition of the Constitation, with an 
Alphabetical Analysis, Washington’s Inaugural and Fare- 
well Addresses, and other important statistical matter, tllus 
trative of the genius of the American Government, and 
the development of its principles: Provided, That they be 
furnished at the same price as those last procured for the 
use of the Senate. 

CUBAN TRIPARTITE TREATY. 

Mr. MASON. I ask the Senate to allow me 
to call up at this time a resolution which I sub- 
mitted ona former day, ealling upon the President 
of the United States for certain correspondence in 
reference to the Island of Cuba. It will be recol- 
lected that when I offered that resolution, a debate 
ensued, in the course of which, a number of Sen- 
ators expressed a desire to be heard, and at their 
instance, the resolution was not then acted upon, 
but was postponed and made the order of the day 
for to-morrow. At the request of some of those 
re cna: Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
SouLe) and others—I! now ask the Senate to take 
up that resolution and pass it, they being satisfied 
to adjourn the debate until the information called 
for by the resolution shall come in, when, I am 
informed, they will address the Senate upon that 
subject. 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
was adopted, as follows: 

* Resolved, ‘Thatthe President ofthe United States com- 
municate to the Senate, if in his opinion not incompatible 
with the public interest, copies of the ‘official notes re 
ceived from the Ministers of France and England, inviting 
the Government of the United States to become a party 
with Great Britain and France to a tripartite convention, in 
virtue of which the three Powers should severally and col 
Jectively disclaim now and for the future, all intention to 
obtain possession of the Island of Cuba, and should bind 
themselves to discountenance all attempts to that effect on 
the part of every power or individual whatever ;’ and of 
the reply thereto on the part of this Government, referred to 
in his annual message to the two Houses of Congress, on 
the 6th of December.”’ 

ADVANCES OF MAINE AND MASSACHUSETTS. 

On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill ‘* to remunerate the 
States of Maine and Massachusetts for lands con- 
veyed to enable the United States to fulfill stipula- 
tions in the treaty of Washington.” 

Mr. BRADBURY. There was a mistake in 
the original draft of the bill, which it is the design 
of the Committee on the Judiciary to correct. 
They have therefore instructed me to offer an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and insert the following: 


That there shall be paid out ofany money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to the State of Maine, the sum 


of $40,951 50, and to the State of Massaciimesetts the sum of 


woe in full of atl demands for fifly. three thousand four 
undred and fifly one acres of land belonging to said States, 
and conveyed by them, without consideration, to the settlers 
who held under grants from the British Government, to en- 
able the Government of the United States to fulfill the stip- 
ulations of the fourth article of the treaty of Washington. 


The amendment was agreed to; the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, 


and passed. 


_ move to amen 
| ** War,’’ and inserting the words ‘‘ the Treasury.”’ 


Mr. BUTLER subsequently rose and said: Do 
I understand that the bill to remunerate Maine and 
Massachusetts for lands conveyed to settlers under 
the British Government has been passed ? 

The PRESIDENT. It has been passed. 

Mr. BUTLER. It involves some matters of 
grave consideration, which may deserve the serious 
attention of the Senate. [ was in the minority in 
the Committee on the Judiciary upon that bill. I 
do not know that | should desire to be heard upon 
it; but if the Senate are willing to swallow the bill, 
I am sure | have no objection, 

Mr. BADGER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; which motion was 
agreed to. 

He also moved to reconsider the vote ordering 
itto a third reading; which motion was aecreed to. 

Mr. BADGER. I now move that the bill lie 
on the table, and be printed as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RICHARD B. LEE. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, there is a bill 
upon the calendar which was reported at the last 
session from the Committee on Claims, and al- 
though it is a private claim in its character, it is 
one in which the public have a deep interest, be- 
cause it is to reimburse an officer of the Army for 
money that was lost in transporting it, without 
his possession, and which he has since refunded 
to the Government in order to prevent the stop- 
page of his accounts. It has put him toa great 
deal of inconvenience, and I ask, therefore, that 
the bill for the relief of Richard B. Lee be taken 
up and considered at this time. If the Senate will 
take up the bill, and listen to the reading of the 
report of the Committee on Claims, (which isa 
very short one,) I have no doubt they will pass 
the bill without debate. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was ac- 
cordingly read a second time and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It propuses to direct 
the Secretary of War to cause to be paid to Rich- 
ard B. Lee, late Commissary of the Pacific division 
of the Army, $1,175, being for money lost in being 
transported from Honolulu to San Francisco, 
under his charge, for which he accounted to the 
Department. 

The report was read, from which it appears 
that in Febiuary, 1850, Major Lee, in his capacity 
of Commissary of Subsistence for the Pacific divis- 
ion of the Army, was ordered to proceed to the 
Sandwich Islands to purchase supplies, and took 
for that purpose $1,100 in specie of public funds. 
Not being able to carry the money about his per- 
son, and not deeming it safe in his trunk, he 
shipped it as freight, taking for it a bill of lading. 
The master of the vessel absconded, taking the 
money, and on being pursued and arrested, it was | 
not found in his possession, and could not be re- 
covered. An attempt was made to libel the vessel, 
but it was found there was no judicial tribunal then 
existing in California having the necessary juris- 
diction to detain her, and consequently all efforts 
to recover the money failed. The committee think 
that, as Major Lee used proper diligence and en- 
ergy to recover the amount lost, that sum, to- 
gether with $75, paid by him for aid and assist- 
ance in endeavoring to recover it, should be reim- 
bursed. 

Mr. MASON. I observed in the reading of the 
bill that it directs ‘*the Secretary of War”? to 
cause this amount to be paid. I presume it should 
be the Secretary of the Treasury, and therefore I 
the bill by striking out the word 


The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

it was subsequently read athird time, and 
passed. 

JAMES WORMSLEY. 


The bill for the relief of James Wormsley was 
read a second time, and on motion of Mr. Sewarp 
the Senate proceeded to consider it as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place the name of James 
Wormsley on the pension roll at the rate of four 
dollars per month, to commence on December 14, 
1847. 

The report of the Committee on Pensions was 
read; from which it appeared that Mr. Worms- 


i, ley enlisted as a private soldier in the State of | 
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| virtue of the laws of the United States, 





Rhode Island, in June, 1780, for si 


; X mont} ° 
he had served six months he would mae | 


have t een e 


titled, under the act of June 7th, 1839. +, p 
sion; but it appears from the records - ‘ 2 mm , 
of the Pension Office, that althouch he w - sae 
for six months’ service, he was aS paid 


ae 2 ; discharged bes 
the expiration of that time. He served only 1" 
five months, and was not therefore Jeos)) about 
strictiy entitled toa pension; but having bee. and 
ing to serve out the term for which he enlisted . 
being eighty-three years of age and totally ¢ a 
tute of the means of support, the comr 'Y destj. 
his case entitled to favorable consider 
The bill was reported to the Senate ow 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a h ; 
reading, read a third time, and passed, — thud 


LOCATION OF BOUNTY LaNps, 
On motion by Mr. FELCH, the Sen 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consi 
the bill from the House of Representatives. «.” 
thorizing certain soldiers of the late war with 
Great Britain to surrender the bounty lands draw, 
by them, and to locate others in lieu thereof ” ‘lh 
roposes to make it lawful for any soldier jin the 
fate war with Great Britain, to whom bounty | nd 
has been allotted and patented in any Stgie 


nittee thiy 
ation, 


alte, as in 


ale, by 


issed 


prior to 1850, which was, and is unfit for cultiy ; 
tion, to surrender his patent and receive therefor 


the same quantity in any public lands subject t 
‘ ait 4 tO 
private entry, at the minimum price where he p Ly 


select. 


| some time since, which I willstate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate withoy 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a thi 
time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF HENRY MILLER, 

On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded cm. 
sider the bill ** for the relief of the heirs of Liey. 
tenant Colonel Miller, late of Pennsylvania, fo, 
services in the revolutionary war.” 

It proposes to direct the payment to Julianna 
Watts and Julianna W. Campbell, the only sur. 
viving heirs-at-law of Henry Miller, late lieutep. 
ant colonel in the second Pennsylvania regiment, 
in the Continental service in the war of the Revo- 
lution, such a sum of money as he would have 
been entitled to receive if his name had not been 
stricken from the roll of revolutionary pension- 
ers, after it had been placed thereon by the act of 
March 18, 1818. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, the propriety of 
striking out the names of the individuals, and leave 
it to make provision for the ‘* heirs’’ generally, If 
this suggestion be adopted, so that the bill will pro- 
vide for the payment of the money to the heirs, it 
will devolve upon the Department to find out the 
heirs, and it will avoid a difficulty which arose here 
We passed a 
bill at a preceding session, giving some relief to 


rd 


| Miss Lynch; but before that matter was disposed of 


| of them. 


by the Department, we had a petition presented here 
setting forth that there were other heirs, and that 
a payment to Miss Lynch would be no discharge 
If the Senator will adopt my suggestion 
in this case, it will throw upon the Department the 
duty of ascertaining who the heirs are, and it will 
obviate a difficulty of the kind I have mentioned. 
However, if the Senator prefers it as it stands, or 
if he knows that there are no other heirs, let it go 
as it is presented. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I know but little about 
this case; but I know that those who desire its 
passage are respectable persons. It was reported 
by the Senator from Vermont, {Mr. Foor,] an¢ 
ef the Senate had time to listen to the reading 0! 
the report, they would be satisfied that this is one 
of the most meritorious cases that ever passed 
this body. I can also state, in addition, that the 
two persons who are mentioned in the bill are the 
only two surviving heirs, and that the relatives 0 
those persons would not state it as a fact to me! 
it were notso. I refer to Mr. Wallace, of South 


| Carolina. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was the peculiar man- 
ner in which the term ‘heirs’? struck my ear th 


ot 
nae 


induced me to make the remark which fell from 


i 


os ee a meeeeaes é 


me. Sometimes the term “ heirs’’ is, in common 
parlance, confounded with ‘ children;”” wheress 
there may be surviving grandchildren, as mac 
entitled to claim as ** heirs” as surviving children. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I presume there will be 


eer 


side 
imp 


refe 
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* 
1853. a 
— eouley about this case. There will certainly 
um det between the surviving * heirs.”’ I 
aw the bill,and I prefer that it shall pass 

resent form. I sent it to those who are 
j.and they admitted that it was right, 
rer har itdid notgrantenough. They wished 
oo ‘offer an amendment increasing the number 
ne es, As to go further would be to violate 
“heretofore pursued in cases of this kind, 
roe {| know such an amendment would not be 
sued, | have not complied with the request. I 
are this statement for the purpose of satisfying 
me, iqterested in the matter at home. 1 hope 
will pass in its present shape. 
hill was reported to the Senate without 
jment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


as - od 4: : 
vending, read @ third time, and passed. 


FORT JESUP MILITARY RESERVE. 
» motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
: .4 to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
«granting to the State of Louisiana the 
y reserve at Fort Jesup, for a seminary of 
ineaton.? It proposes to grant to the State of 
Loaisiana so much of the military reserve at Fort 
on ag remains unsold. 
Phe bill was reported to the Senate without 
ondment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
ing, read a third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Vr. BORLAND. Lask the Senate now to take 
for consideration the bill ** to revive a portion 
of the act for the relief of widows of deceased sol- 
jiers.” It has been a good while before the Sen- 
se. [twas reported early last session, and is now 
the second bill on the calendar. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am afraid that that 
will give rise to debate, and as it is now two 
ock, | would appeal to my friend from Ar- 
lansas to let us call up House bills that have 
passed that body, and been favorably reported 
in this,and which will pass here without ob- 
| have been making various efforts to ob- 
ihe floor in order to get up little bills of that 
kind, but I have not succeeded. 1 am afraid this 
will give rise to debate, for it involves an im- 
portant principle. 
‘Mr. BORLAND. This important principle is 
to take care of a few old widows—the remnant of 
the widows of deceased officers and soldiers who 
served in the last war with Great Britain. I con- 
sider itan important one. I consider that there is 
imposed upon the Senate a very important duty in | 
reference to those persons. ‘The Committee on 
Pensions reported this bill long ago—early in the 
st session. I have sat here quietly to-day. I 
have seen the prior orders postponed, and private 
ills taken up for the benefit of individuals who 
have had no special claim on Government beyond 
any others, and I have at last sought to take up 
this bill, which is now second on the calendar. It 
is for the relief of a very few individuals, and they 
must now of necessity be very old. ‘They are the 
few surviving widows of officers and - soldiers of 
the last war with Great Britain, and this bill pro- 
poses to extend to them some of that bounty which 
we are dealing out to individuals, certainly not 
more meritorious. Ualess, therefore, the Senator 
irom Kentucky himself intends to occupy a large 
poruon of the time of the Senate in the discus- 
sion of this bill, I think it will not give rise to any 
debate. I cannot anticipate opposition to such a 


Oli. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is a public meas- 
ure. [tis proposed to make it a general law. It 
is proposed to take it up at this late period of to- 
day’s sitting. I really do not know its provis- 
ions. I have in general been opposed to any 
ereat extension of the pension system. I have 
been opposed to extending that system to any 
hew classes of cases, and I have taken occasion 
© express upon this floor my sentiments upon 
vat subject. I did not know the provisions of 
thts bull, but as it was a general bill, and as it was 
getting late in the day, I thought, and I made that 
‘egestion, that it would ‘be better to devote the 
_ of to-day to House bills, to which nobody 
. object, I would be glad to take that course 
aan but I do not know that I have any objection 

‘is bill, for I do not as yet understand its pro- 
Visions. 


_ BORLAND. Then let it be taken up and | 


Tead, i 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ac- || 
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ection. 


cordingly resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the consideration of the bill. It proposes to re- 
vive that portion of the act of April I6th, 1816, 
‘*making further provision for military services 
during the late war, and for other purposes,”’ 
which applied to the widows of deceased soldiers, 
and which expired by limitation at the end of five 
years from its passage. It is proposed that this 
act shall continue during the natural life of any 
widow therein deseribed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have an amendment which 
I wish to offer to this bill, which I trust will give 
it strength. It is to add the following additional 
section: 


Sec. —. And he it further enacted, That the widows of 
all officers, [=ubsequently modified by inserting “ non-com 
missioned ‘officers,’?} musicians, aud privetes, who were 
married subsequent to January Ist, A. D. 1800, shall be en 
titled to pensions in the same manner as those who were 
married prior to that day. 


The case which I design to meet is apparent 
from the reading of the amendment. The period 
of time when the widows of deceased officers and 
soldiers of the revolutionary war were entitled to 
a pension in case of marriage was, according to 
the first act, when the marriage took place before 
1780. It was afterwards extended to 1791, then 
to 1794, and subsequently to 1c00. By the law, 
as it now stands, if the widow of a deceased rev- 
olutionary officer, non-commissioned officer, mu- 
sician, or private, were married on the second day 
of January, 1800, she would not be entitled to a 
pension; but if married on the last day of De- 
cember, 1799, she would be entitled. I think 
there is no good reason for drawing a rigid rule 
ona particular day, but I think that if you give 
pensions to widows, you should extend them to 
all. I presented sundry memorials at the last 
session of Congress t> cover this case, and I 
think the committee were favorably impressed 
with what the petitioners asked. I hope the 
amendment will be adopted, so as to place all 
these parties on the same footing. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the first provisions 
of this bill pass as they are printed, without the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine, 
I should like to know from the Senator who dratted 
it, whether these pensions are to be paid for the 
intermediate time, after the lapse of the first five 
years, up to the time of the passage of this act. 

Mr. BORLAND. IcananswertheSenator. I 
drew the bill, and reported i’, and certainly did 
not intend to authorize, nor do I believe that the 
wording of the act will authorize the payment of 
pensions for the intermediate time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think there ought to 
be some provision expressly excluding that idea. 
From the general terms in which the bill iscouched; 
it struck me that it was susceptible of that con- 
struction. 

Mr. BORLAND. If it were susceptible of that 
construction, I should not object to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Upen this subject, sir, 
I wish to make a few remarks. When these five 
years’ pension acts were first passed, it was the 
design of Congress to make a temporary provision 
for the wife or children left in a helpless and desti- 
tute condition by the death of the officer or soldier. 
That was the early practice in reference to the 
war of 1812, and the prior wars of the country. 
These pension laws have been renewed time and 
again. I called the attention of the Senate to the 
subject in some rather elaborate remarks a year or 
two ago, in which I referred to all the different 
acts on this subject, They have been renewed 
from time to time. The effect of their renewal 
has been just this: Where a widow has happened 
to live twenty, thirty, or forty years, and is now 
living, her family, and that of her dead husband, 
is provided for by these annual allowances of pen- 
sions, under this system of bounty on the part of 
the Government. Butif she happened to die, then 
by her death her family, and the dead soldier’s 
family, is deprived of all aid and assistance, when 
the children stand more in need of it, (when they 
have neither father nor raother,) than if the mother 
were alive. The consequence of such legislation 
is, that you have provided for families that are 
less needy than those who have lost both parents, 
and for whom you make no provision. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator will permit me 
to say to him that I think he misapprehends the 
effect of the bill in one particular. If 1 under- 
stand his remarks, he objects to the bill because it 
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provides only for widows and not for children. 
Mhe act of 1816, which this bill proposes to revive, 
gave pensions to widows and miner children of 
officers and soldiers who had been killed in that 
war, or who had died im consequence of disease 
or wounds incurred in it. Those pensions ex- 
pired in five years after the act went into oper- 
ation, that is, in 1821. I think that between le] 
and this time, all the minor children have grown 
up. This bill therefore does not prepose to pro- 
vide for them, because there are none to be pro- 
vided for; nor dees it provide for adult children, 
because, generally, we do not provide for the adult 
children of soldiers. But there are a few old wid- 
ows remaining, who received pensions under that 
act of 1816, which expired in 1821. Now it is 
woposed to provide for the last years of their 
ives, and to give those who are destitute, some- 
thing to live upon for the remainder of their 
days. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think I understand it. 
I recollect that | once made a pretty thorough ex- 
amination of thesubject. | cannot remember pre- 
cisely everything in regard to these pension laws, 
but 1 think | remember the leading features of 
them. Whether there are or are not rminor chil- 
dren, depends upon the time when the soldier died, 
how long he may have died after the war, and 
whether the various acts which were revived from 
time to time were in force when he did die. Sut 
the argument which I make is not touched by the 
statement made by the gentleman from Arkansas. 
It is, that under the operation of these bills, re- 
viving pensions in favor of widows alone, you act 
partially, and favor one class of soldiers’ tamilies 
by providing for them; when, if a widow of the soi- 
dier dies, and leaves her family in a destitute and 
dependent condition, no provision is made for her 
minor or other children after the five years for 
which the pension was granted; thus you make a 
difference between the families of soldiers whose 
services to the country are the meritorious cause 
of your bounty, and constitute the sole and only 
merit of such legislation. 

A few words now in relation to the amendment 
under consideration. My friend from Maine says, 
thatif the widow of a revolutionary officer or sol- 
dier married on the 3lst of December, 1799, she 
would be entitled to a pension, but if her marriage 
took place on the second of January, 1800, she 
would not be. Thatis true. That is the result 
of fixing upon a day subsequent to which, should 
the marriage occur, no pension shall be allowed, 
and granting a pension in case the marriage hap- 
pens before. If you were to fix upon any other 
day in the calendar, or upon any other year, the 
same result would be presented, provided there 
were revolutionary officers and soldiers living to 
be married, or who had widows who were mar- 
ried after the passage of your bill. My friend 
from Maine, seeing very clearly that state of 
things, proposes that there shall be no limitation 
at all; that the young wives of old officers and 
soldiers shal] come in and share just like those 
who bore the heat and burden of the day in the 
revolutionary struggle. When the original pen- 
sion ‘bills were first passed, the object was, in 
consideration of the poverty of the Government 
during the Revolution—in consideration of the 
hardships of both man and wife through that war, 
and which continued for some time afterwards, to 
give them some remuneration. That has been 
done. That time,| believe, has been extended. It 
embraced all those who were man and wife during 
the war. It embraces all those who were man 
and wife before the formation of this Government. 
lt has been extended to embrace all who were man 
and wife for eleven yeurs after the formation of 
the Government; and now it is proposed to bring 
in all the young widows who married the old men 
after 1800. 

Mr. President, I have opposed these extensions 
of the pension system so often, and | have been 
defeated so frequently, that I think it is useless to 
make an elaborate speech against it. I am op- 
posed to this bill because it has a tendency to make 
people mercenary, to make them look to the Treas- 
ury of the country for sup»ort, and thus the 
patriotic emotions which influenced the men and 
women of the Revolution, after al] those « ho 
participated in the struggle have been provided 
for, and after ninety-nine hundredths of them are 
dead and gone to their eternal reward, seem in 
these days to have been converted into merchan- 
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dise by their connections, to be legitimately sold 
to the Government by widows and heirs for money. 
There seemsto bea rapidly-increasing desire to live 
at the expense of the Treasury. | am opposed to 
taxing one portion of the people to support another, 
and that, too, without the rendition of a particle 
of meritorious service. Your bill proposes to place 
upon the Treasury persons who, no doubt, are very 
meritorious in the private relations of life; | mean 
by that, honest mothers, industriously providing 
for the welfare of their children, if they have any, 
but who never rendered to the Government one 
particle of service. And yet it is proposed to 
allow them to come in and have a support out of 
the public Treasury. The principle ought to be 
enforced, that there should be no grants of any 
sort, unless based upon actual public service ren- 
dered, benefits conferred upon the people or their 
Government, by the person making application for 
the grant or donation. Here it is proposed to 
grant money, not because the individuals to whom 
it is proposed to be granted ever rendered a parti- 
cle of service, for you admit they never did, but 
it is proposed to grant it upon the principle of 
imputed merit, because they happened to be allied 
by the marriage relation to the persons who did 
render service, and in virtue of that imputed merit 
you are to make provision for them. I admit 
there may have been some reason for this in behalf 
of the widow who struggled and toiled with her 
husband through the war; but to extend it to those 
who consulted their own happiness by marrying 
a so'di+r twenty years after the war was over, in 
a time of profound peace, seems to me to have no 
reason in it. Butif there be reason in it, and such 
imputed riehteousness ought to save the widow, 
1 think it oucht to have virtue enough to save.the 
children likewise, and to secure them a pension 
when there is no widow to take it. The policy, 
however, of this bil! seems to be to allow the 
family of a dead officer or soldier to draw money 
out of the Treasury if a widow can be found to 
get it; but not a cent for the children or grand- 
children, no matter how necessitous their situation 
may be. Thus two officers or soldiers may have 
entered the army at the same time, fought the same 
battles, and been discharged together, and yet the 
family of one, through a surviving widow, may 
get hundreds and even thousands of dollars, while 
the helpless children of the other are tenants of 
the alms-house without a particle of aid from the 
Government; and this is called just and righteous 
legislation ! 

if you make promises beforehand for the pur- 
pose of inducing persons to enter into your mili- 


tary or naval service, whatever contract you make, | 


you are bound to fulfill to the letter. You may 
make contracts by offering bounties; you may 
make contracts by offering pensions. The history 
of all Governments in the world, and the history 
of our own Government, proves that this is good 
policy. But, sir, [ deny that it is good policy on 
the part of any Government, by retrospective legis- 
lation, to bring in a new class of cases never be- 
fore thought of, and never contemplated at the 
time of the original contract of enlistment; and in 
that way foist one portion of the community upon 
the shoulders of another for support. To do it is 
to travel out of the way and to encourage a mer- 
cenary spirit, however averse gentlemen may be 
to foster anything of the kind. 

Sir, your President elect gave a vote upon this 
subject, for which he was assailed in many por- 
tions of the country, and which gave him, I be- 
lieve, many good Whig votes. I wish 1 could 
uphold all the policy of the Democratic party as I 
can uphold the votes of the President elect upon 
subjects of this kind. But you are departing from 
his principles, and you are establishing principles 
which cannot stand the test of reason; and you 
are doing it upon the ground that your feelings in 
behalf of the old soldier are transferred to his 
wife, not to his children, and that, too, after he has 


received the pension promised him at the time of 


his enlistment. Thus the widow, to the exclusion 
of the children, by renewing these bills time and 
again, becomes a life charge on the Treasury, irre- 
spective of the time of her marriage. But, as | 
said before, why need [ consume the time of the 
Senate in talking about matters of this sort. I 
know my voice will have no effect here, and there- 
fore I desist. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have modified my amend- 
ment by adding after ‘‘ officers’’ the words ** non- 





commissioned officers,’’ so that it shall conform to 
the original law. And now I wish to say a word 
in reply to the Senator from Kentucky. If the 
limitation which required the marriage to have 
taken place during the revolutionary war had been 
adhered to, | would be the last Senator to disturb 
it; but when you have removed the period of time 
beyond that, and carried it to 1794, 1796, and 
1800, you have established a rule of inequality 
which can be removed only by making the one of 
equality which I have presented here. 

Mr. DAVIS. I remember some years ago a 
very venerable old man called on me, and requested 
the drawing up of some papers for the purpose of 
obtaining a pension. He stated that he had been 
a captain in the war of the Revolution. He pro- 
duced testimonials under the hands of General 
Washington and General Lafayette, of his valor 
and of the distinction which he had obtained in 
the army. Among other testimonials he pro- 


‘duced an epaulet and a sword which were pre- 


sented to him by General Lafayette for an act of 
distinguished gallantry. The story which he told 
was this: That he was a native inhabitant of one 
of the towns on Cape Cod; that he entered the 
Army of the Revolution at the commencement of 
the war; that he had served in that army with 
fidelity until what is called the derangement of it 
took place, when he resigned his commission; 
that he had a family at the time he entered the 
army, and an estate, as he said, worth £400, and 
the day he resigned his commission he was a 
bankrupt—not only all the resources which he had 
received from the Government, but all his private 
property, having disappeared in that service, in 
the maintenance of himself and his family. 

Now, sir, there isno principle of the human mind 
so amiable, so lovely, as that of gratitude. Here 
was acountry without resources, either military or 
pecuniary, entering into rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment over it, for the purpose of obtaining its 
liberty, and men went into the army for the mere 


love of the object which they were pursuing, with- | 


out hope of pay or reward. ‘They served through 
the struggle,and shed their blood and their money in 
it, and left families as destitute as that of the soldier 
to whom I have referred. And will my honorable 
friend from Kentucky tell me that none suffer ex- 
cept those who bleed and fall in the field? A greater 
misapprehension eould not well be entertained by 
any gentleman. The history of this man is the 
history of hundreds and of thousands. When 
your country came out of the revolutionary war, 
it was unable, as everybody admits, to do justice 
to its soldiers. Such little accounts and claims as 
they had, were presented for liquidation, and they 
were liquidated according to the means and ability 
of the country. Everybody who has read the his- 
tory of the country, knows what the soldier’s se- 
curity was. He knows that it was hawked about 
the market and sold for a few shillings in the 
pound,—and this was the result of circumstances; 
or, what was worse, he was paid in continental 
money—rags, and nothing better than rags. 
Then, sir, when we came to the adoption of the 
pension system, we came to it under the sense of 
a deep obligation of gratitude for the services of 
those individuals. The laws were adopted and 
laid upon that foundation, and upon no other. It 
was to make some proper remuneration to the 
men who had thus entered the service of the coun- 
try, and achieved the great boon of independence 
and laid the foundation of that prosperity which 
has attended us. I know the pension laws from 
time to time have been extended, but never 
extended to any but proper objects of the bounty 
of the Government. I know it was after a very 
strong and animated debate that the militia were 
brought in to participate in this bounty, and 
never in my judgment did a more righteous act 
pass this Government than that which em- 
braced the militia. They were a class of men 
that were pressed into the service, or volun- 
tarily went into it, and the compensation which 


they received for their services was greatly infe- | 


rior to that of the regular army; in fact, there were 
thousands upon thousands of instances where 
there was no reward but the miserable continental 
money. And why should not the widow be con- 
sidered? The Senator says you do not make a 
law which attains to perfect equality, and I sup- 
pose that the very laws to which he adverted have 
the principle of inequality in them necessarily, be- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


that is married to-morrow is not. 
entitled, although the circumstances to... 
may present a case equally meritorion, po 
I hold that the country can scarcely eves. 


os ; a ; y ever 
far in the expression of its gratitude fo 


under th. 


: Or 


Poe r the sery: 

ces of those individuals. They entered ae le 
. . 4 € time 
without hope of reward, and they received .. 


reward as the country was able to give them 
now, whena great, a rich, a prosperous ¢,, and 
has grown up in the enjoyment of the oot 
which they achieved, it seems to me it way)” 
base and ungrateful to deny them this hoo, 
do not rise to debate this question, but [ op . 
fully for the proposition which is presented | om 
Senator from Maine. — 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not Willino 
put in a wrong position, and to have 0] y 
tributed to me which I do not entertain, 

Mr. DAVIS. I know there is not a may 
world of a more generous heart than my f; oe 
notaman. I know that his motives are as »,. 
as those of any gentleman can be, in protecting 
the Treasury; but I think he has let his severe iyi. 
ment upon these matters get the better of his f... 
ings. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not one pani. 
of feeling about it. If I had any, it would be, 
open the Treasury to all widows and childroy 
the country, and let them help themselves, 9. 
do; but I must still put myself right, a 
endeavor to do it as briefly as I can. 

In reference to the soldiers and officers of the 
Revolution, I concede everything which the S. 
ator from Massachusetts has said. «They hy 
trials, they had sufferings, they had duties sich 
scarcely ever fell upon the shoulders of any othe 
set of men. But now, when you come to dy 
pense rewards for those sufferings, those tris 
and those duties, what I have always insise 
upon, and what I shall ever insist upon while | 
have a vote here, is that you shall not be partie 
that you shall mete out ** even-handed justice’. 
that you shall embrace all alike, or embrace none 
These are my principles. If you intend to com 
pensate the officers and soldiers of the Revolution 
for their sufferings, their trials, their exnendituresof 
blood and money in establishing the liberty of he 
country, you should embrace the whole. Yiu 
should make no distinction. You should not selee 
one, and leave out another, or select the family ¢ 
one and leave out the families of others. Myo 
jection is, that you leave out some that are equally 
meritorious with others; that you provide par 
tially for those who happen to live long, and by 
that life, if they will devote it to industry, can ad 
themselvesand their families; and cut off thosewho 
lost a father and a mother, both by an early desth, 
and do not give them that to which they are ent 
tled, for the same suffering and expenditure of 
blood and treasure. Who answers thatr No 
one. Whocan answer it? Noone. What, the, 
is your system? It is a system of partial legis 
tion, not imposed upon you by any promise; for! 
have told you already in regard to every promis, 
every resolution of the Continental Congress. | am 
for carrying it out; but you will not do it. Youtle 
up such a case as Miss Lynch’s, and pass it; Wi 

when the case, exactly like it, of Merideth, from 
Kentucky, is presented, it lingers and drags, ant 
may never come up. Sir, there ought to be ™ 
partial distinctions in cases of this sort; an¢ |! tt 
expenditure of blood and treasure by a revolutur 
ary officer or soldier is the meritorious cause of pas 
ing bills like this, you ought to make them emort 
all the members of a soldier’s family, children 
well as wife. There is no reason for continu 
the bounty of the Government, and rewarding 
services of a soldier after he is dead, unless 
be found in the contract, or be a matter of po 
policy. Here there is no contract to oper 
There is no policy, I think, to justify such retroat: 
tive legislation; but if there is, it favors the cl 
dren as much as it does the wife. ’ 
My friend says the Government was poor ¥"% 
the war ended; I admit it. But it is now ™ 
If, then, the object now be to do full justice = 
cause it has not been heretofore done, let us ™ 
stop short. Sir, you passed a law shortly’ 
the General Government went into opers't’’ 
which deprived the officers of the Revolution® pe 
very half pay for life that you promised them do * 
the Continental Congress; and in 1832, you ra 
a law giving them their half pay, according 
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You left a period of some forty 

you have never done them jus- 
. very day. I am for doing justice 
+hrough their heirs, late as it is, upon 
«better late than never.”’ I will go 
_y man living can go, to do justice to 
‘nd soldiers of the revolutionary war, 


ers anu 
to every promise ever made to them, 
~. whole of their families, including their 
ereany are left; but I repudiate, I eschew 
» like this partial system of legislation 
) vou open the Treasury to a particular 
i their families; while others equally meri- 
we excluded. I have somtimes thought 
‘could not remember the obligations of 
wed the dead, because there was no in- 
in the grave, while the living speak and 
i are heard, and carry an influence at elec- 
d, therefore, are remembered and pro- 
/ fr upon colorable pretext, by imposing 
ens on the nublic. 
ue Pre sident, I say again, that I have made so 
speeches upon this subject, and have found 
vtterly useless, and so utterly unavailing, 
[ hope I shall never be ealled to speak upon 
_ T think T never will. 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
ment offered by the Senator from Maine. 
HAMLIN. I desire to say that I have 
1 a few words to my amendment to make it 
listinct, and I ask that it may be read. 
n was read, as follows: 
g {. And be it further enacted, That the widows of 
non commissioned officers, musicians, and 
sof the revolutionary Army who were married sub 
tly to January, Anno Domini 1800, shall be entitled 
iin the same manner as those who were married 
ut date. 
Vr. DIXON. AsTI havea vote to give upon 
roposition now pending before the Senate, I 
to say a few words explanatory of that 
| esteem the proposition extremely import- 
nd | regret that I am compelled to differ from 
! lleague in his conclusion on a question of 
the character of that which is now presented to 
sideration of the Senate. I understand that 
iosition is to give to those widows of of- 
nd soldiers of the Revolution who were mar- 
ter the war the same compensation which 
sgranted by the Congress of the United States 
widows of officers and soldiers of the Revolu- 
who were the wives of those soldiers during 
endency of the war. I understand that my 
rue objects to this proposition, and insists 
that although it was right to pay the widows who 
irried during the Revolution, it is wronz to 
pay those who married after the war had terminated. 
agree with him at all in the proposition 
he urges upon the Senate and the country. 
Why, sir, do we pay at all? What claim has a 
w who was living during the Revolution to 
ng at all for the services that were rendered 
er husband? What claim has she to be paid 
superior to that which the widow has who may 
married an officer or soldier subsequent to 
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the ume when the Revolution terminated? I put 
the question to my honorable colleague. What is 
the principle upon which we*pay at all? It is, 


‘principle of ‘gratitude for services ren- 
tered by him who fought the battles of his country, 
led in achieving the independence we now 
a nation. That is the principle upon 
i we act. It is because the services were 
rendered, and it is for those services that we pay 


widow; not because she rendered services, but 
ise her husband rendered them; and why 


t yy as 


should we pay one and not the other? Is there 
reason for paying her who was married at the time 
. the Revolution, and no reason at all for paying 
““T Wio was Hot the wife of the soldier at the time 
ween the services wererendered? I can see none 
I A I do not see the force of the reason 
: 1 my colleague urges on the Senate against 
: Payment of such claims as thesé. For my 


part, | must confess I am in favor of paying 
‘hose who rendered any service to the country 
; desperate struggle which was made by our 
~“estors to achieve the independence of our com- 
4 country. Iam in favor of paying all who 

come here and satisfy the Senate that the ser- 


Vices wer S . . . 
; were rendered upon which the claim is 
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nat 
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*se are the views which I entertain in regard 
ee oe before the Senate. My col- 
“eu®, however, insists that he will not pay these 
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claims, and why? Because he says they are par- 
tially distributed. Is it a reason why we shall 
not doa just act, because we cannot do every- 
thing that we desire to do? Is it a reason why 
the Senate shall not do justice to one case, be- 
cause itcannot do justice to all? Will my col- 
league stop in the bestowal of his charity when 
he meets the wretched beggar in his path, merely 
because he cannot extend his bounty to every ob- 
ject of charity that exists throughout the world? 
it is enough for me to know, when the case is 
presented, that it is one which has a claim upon 
the gratitude of the country. Whenever I am 
satisfied of that fact, lam ready at once to vote 
the fullamount that may be required to satisfy the 
debt. ‘This, Mr. President, is just such a claim. 
The old soldier of the Revolution! How did he 
come out from the terrible strifes, the conflicts, 
and the sacrifices of that glorious war? How did 
he come out from the battles he had fought for his 
country? He covered with wounds and 
sears, stripped of his fortune. Ido not mean of 
honor, for glory settled upon his brow, and honor 
everywhere met him in his pathway. But he was 
left without anything but reputation; without any- 
thing but patriotism and the consciousness that he 
had served his country faithfully. Your Govern- 
ment was poor, and unable to pay him at that 
time. It didnot pay him. It left him to struggle 
with misfortune, and to sink beneath the over- 
whelming wave of adversity. Many of those 
poor men, incircumstances like these, acting upon 
the great principle that influences all men of seek- 
ing for somebody to care for them in their old 
age, took to their bosoms wives to solace them 
when the world might cease to be kind, and to 
sympathize with them when forgotten by all 
others besides; and are we to be told that the com- 
panien of the old soldier’s life, and the partner of 
his misfortunes, is not to be paid for the services 
rendered by him in the defense of his country? 
Why, sir, if it is right to pay for the service to the 
widow of the deceased, it is just as much right to 
pay to one widow as to another—and why is it 
not? Itis because the claim is a meritorious one 
that we pay it; because the gratitude of the country 
is poured out tothose who have defended it. All 
nations, acting upon principles of gratitude, have 
erected monuments to those who fought their bat- 
tles and sustained the liberties of the country 
against its enemies. They have erected mon- 
uments to the great men who have performed great 
actions for them in the field, or whose wisdom has 
cuided them in their counsels. You cannot erect 
monuments to all the poor soldiers of the Revolu- 
tion: but you can at least save their widows from 
starvation. Youcan dothat, whenever such cases 
present themselves to the Senate; and as long as | 
may be a member of this body I shall endeavor to 
do something, however little, towards sustaining 
those who are the representatives of the noble 
men who struggled for my country’s freedom. If 
it is right to pay at all in one case, it is right to 
pay in another case. If a widow ts entitled at all, 
in consequence of services rendered by her hus- 
band, one widow is as much entitled as another. 
It would be difficult for my colleague to show that 
there is any difference in principle. According to 
his view of the case, if an officer or soldier mar- 
ried one day before the termination of the war, 
his widow would be entitled to a pension; but if 
the marriage took place one day afier the war was 
concluded, she would be cut off from all participa- 
tion in the bounties, or the gratitude of the country. 

For my part, I have no scruples about this mat- 
ter. I find, as a general rule, that when I consult 
my heart before | act, my judgment generally ap- 
proves my action. I have consulted it in this 
case, and it tells me that I owe a debt of gratitude 
to the soldier of the Revolution, and if he died be- 
fore it was paid, I will pay it to her who shared 
his poverty when living, and whose only legacy 
now that he is dead, is the recollection of his noble 
sacrifices to achieve the independence of my coun- 
try, und secure to me «end to my children, the 
liberty we now enjoy. 

Sir, we are nowrich. We havean overflowing 
treasury. I understand that about $20,000,000 
will be left in the Treasury next year, over and 
above what will be necessary for the expenditures 
of the Government, and yet we talk about the ex- 
travagance of paying the widows of the soldiersand 
officers of the Revolution. 

Mr. President, | make these remarks merely 


came 
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from the fact that I feel responsible for the vote [ 


am about to rive, and because l am compelled to 
differ from my honorable colleague, in whose 
judoment I have the greatest confidenc l avree 


with the Senator from Massachusetts, |M) 
that there is no man here or elsewhere, who is more 


Daves.) 


conscientious, and who feels more deeply the in 
terest of the country, than my colleague; still, 
when a question like this appeals to my judgme nt, 
and still more strongly to my feelings, [ have not 
the heart to s iv that 


! the 


widow of 


the wretched 
old soldier of the Revolution shall not be 


SUSULI ed 
by the bounty of the Government 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When I had acknowl- 
edged the unpopularity of my course on this sub- 
jectin this body; when I had said that | su 
the remarks which | made would have 
weight upon the action of the Senate; 


osed 
but lithe 
when | had 
deprecated having opened my mouth again upon 
the subject, | really hoped that I should not have 
been que stioned by my colle acue, or any other in- 
dividual, so as to make it necessary fur me to sav 
another word. : : 

| rise now to answer the question rut by my 
tle wishes to know how I 
can make a distinction between the widow of a 
soldier who lived band 
revolutionary war, and one who is the widow of 
a revolutionary soldier, who married subsequent 
to 1800. I make the distinction on this ground: 
The widow who passed through the sufferings 
consequent upon the war with her husband, who, 
while he was in the battle-field rhting for his 
country, staid at home attending to the care of the 


honorable collearue. 


with her hus during the 


children, if they had any, and if not, attending to 
appropriate domestic duties, in preparing clothing 
and other necessaries for her husband, who re- 
ceived at home, or flew to the camp, or hospital, 
to nurse her sick or wounded husband, and restore 
him to the duties of the field, accomplished much 
more to render the services of her husband efficient 
in promoting the objects and success of the Revo- 
lution, than the widow who married subsequent to 
1800. Indeed, it was 


friveany assistance as 


impossible for this last to 


a wife prior to the marriuge, 
and as that did not occur until near twenty years 
after the close of the war, there cannot be attrib- 
uted .to her any aid or assistance in he 
country in war. 
until the war was o 


afford 


ining the 
She may not have been born 
ver, or if horn, too younse to 
least To state the case 


assistance. 


the 
enough to show that there is no 


comparison be- 


tween the situation of the wife of the soldier who 
was married throughout the war. from beeinnine 
to end, and that of the woman who was not his 
wife until after 1800. It was impossible for the 


woman first married in 1800, to experience the 
anxiety and distress of those revolutionary mat- 
rons, who from every passenger feared tidings 
of a husband’s death and country’s overthrow. 


. ¥ : 
Ihere Is, therefore, as rreat a differencein the two 


as there is between firhting and want in the 
midst of war, and repose, affluence, and plenty in 
the midst of peace. 


But some rentlemen who have anzvued as 


cases, 


my 
ways 


heretofore . 


colleague has on this occasion, and have a 
so argued, for | have felt their lances 
alw ays go upon the ground that the soldier, when- 


ever an extension of a pension to the widow he- 
\ 


comes necessary, 1s poor, is abject, with nothing 
to live upon, and that he died, leaving the widow 
in that condition. I have said time and again, if 
that be his condition, do him justice; pay him all 
you promised; pay the debt of gratitude to his 

hole f, fae 1 he widow exclusively 
whole family, and not to the widow exclusively. 
I have said it time and again, and I say it again 


to-day. But you take for granted what is not 
true. They are not all poor and abject. They 
are not all incapable of obtaining a living. Many 


or IT have had 
Put if they 


ierence in 


of them are independent, | know; f 
the honor of associating with therm. 


are independent, does that make a ¢ 


your obligation and your duty to mete out justice 
to them? Gentlemen, by their arguments, would 
make a distinction between the rich and the poor 
The poor soldier and the poor widow are to be 


remembered, pitied, and provided for. Thetfewer 
number may be found on the side of the wealthy, 
but [ discard all distinctions entirely when | ex- 
press my gratitude for services which have been 
rendered. 

I have nothing to do in my legislation 
any distinction between rich and poor. If you 


have obligations, pay them to the rich as well as 


I have no such distinction in my creed 


here 1 mn 
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to the poor. 


Just as soon as you make that dis- 
tinction and legislate upen it—and J am sometimes 
afraid it is beyinning—there is an end to just legis- 
lation, and to your institutions. I view 
diers, rich and poor, as standing precisely upon 
the same platform, and I view the widows as 
standing on the same platform. But my colleague 
asks, if you pay one cl 11m, why not pay the whole? 
Sir, itis no claim at all. 

Mr. DIXON. I hope the Senator will under 
stand me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood my col- 
league to speak of a claim throughout. 

Mr. DIXON. My proposition was, that there 
was no propriety in refusing to pay a claim which 
was founded upon justice merely we 
could not pay every claim. l understood my col- 
league to say, that because we could not pay all, 
therefore we should pay none. I think every claim 
which comes before this body, founded upon the 
principles of Justic e, should be paid, and when 
another comes of a like character, it is right we 
should pay that. If we can make a general law 
to embrace all such eke it is proper that we 
should do so. I have no idea of refusing to pay 
a just claim because we cannot pay every claim. 

‘Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is altogether 


old sol- 


because 


a mis- 
take to consider these pensions as claims. The 
doctrine of claims does not apply to them. The 
doctrine of claims is founded in a legal or equi- 


table right, a demand which can be legally or 
equitably sustained as a right growinge*out of a 
quid pro quo. ‘That 1s the doctrine of claims. A 
gratuity, a mere donation, can never be consid- 
ered in the light of acclaim. Here we are dealing 
with gratuities, not claims; we are dealing with 
the principles which ought to influence the Gov- 
ernment in making donations. That isthe subject 
under consideration, and not claims. And when 
I get up and show that these principles, if we are 
to make donations, solely upon the 
merit of the officer or soldier, and therefore em- 
brace the soldier’s whole family, and 
grant after grant to the widow, excluding all the 
rest, how am I answered? The answer of my 

colleague is, if you cannot pay the whole, pay 

what you can. It is acknowledved, he says, that 

we have money enough, that we rich, and 

why discriminate? Sir, you cannot get around it 

in that way. It never was intended to pay the 
children anything under the idea of doing full jus- 
tice to their father; you intended to discriminate 
and legislate partially for the wife, and give her 
the whole you ever designed giving. In the re- 
newal of these five-year pensions every renewal is 
that much more than you were bound to give by 

contract or any sound policy, and is therefore, in 

my judgment, a prodigal and partial distribution 
of the public funds. 

I caniied that the principles which I have 
contended for in this body, and which [ shall carry 
out with me, will never become popular, unless a 
contingency shall arise, which | hope may never 
happen. If the day shall ever come in our prog- 
ress, and in the operation of this Federal Govern- 
ment when we shail have a pension list that is 
oppressive to the people; if we ever have a civil 
pension list, together with the military and naval 
list, like that which exists in some foreign coun- 
tries, so that the people shall feel it through their 
purses, then the principle for which I have always 
contended will be brought home to the public rea- 
son, and then we may find many individuals who 
will think that I am not wrong. as I[ admit the 
majority of this body have frequently declared me 
to be by their votes, on this and kindred subjects. 
If that de ay should ever come when the people feel 
the burden, they will inquire how it was imposed, 
and how it happened that a portion of the commu- 
nity live out of the public Treasury, who have 
never rendered any public service, and who areno 
more ebjects of charity than thousands of others 
equally meritorious in all the relations of life. If 
your bounty is to be doled out to objects of chari- 
ty, you can find thousands much more in need 
than those for whom this bill provides; and if the 


are based 


oppose 


are 


mere love of humanity—if the mere operation of 


your soul embracing all the kindred of the human 
race is to influence you to acts of charity, you can 
find plenty of objects just as meritorious as these. 
Your charities are influenced by connecting with 
the beneficiaries some popular name. You con- 
nect them with some hero of the Revolution, or 
of the war of 1812, or the war with Mexico; and 


| consisted, 


| this speech. 
| ed these ideas; and I have such an impulsive spirit 


| opportunity to make these remarks. 
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because that spirit is popular, and rides down 
everything before it, yougive money in pursuance 
of its blind suggestions. Helpless infancy may go 
weeping and starving to bed, decrepid old age nay 
be in the utmost necessity from want, and how- 
ever moral and deserving they may be, you cannot 
find in your heart one grain of potential sympathy 
to open the Treasury and give them one dollar; 
because they have no connection with the officer or 
soldier of some military expedition, or some war, 
to justify it. You cannot give an acre of land to 
build an asylum for the insane, nor do anything 
to promote the physical interest and welfare of 
ourselves, ard the ** rest of mankind,’’ on ac- 
count of some constitutional objection; but we 
have ample power to give money to a favored 
member of a soldier’s family, to whom no promise 
was ever made, and who never rendered any ser- 
vice, but who exclusively demands our sympa- 
thies on account of her alliance with the man who 
once served as a soldier, and whom she happens 
to survive. 

| beg pardon for having trespassed again on 
the Senate; and | hope | am now out of this 
scrape. I see a gentleman at my left, (Mr. Bap- 
GER,| who seems impatient to rise, and I fear, like 
all the rest, he will soon be down upon me so that I 
shall be compelled, in vindication, to speak again. 

Mr. BADGER. Notaword. Iam afraid the 
Senator will break his word twice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think I have 
broken it once. I said I hoped I would not have 
to speak again on the subject, but my colleague 
expressly called upon me to say wherein the dif- 
ference between the two cases which he mentioned 
But, Mr. President, I again beg par- 
don of the Senate for having detained them. I 
have shown where I stand, and I know how the 
vote will stand, because we have had so many 
evidences of it heretofore; and [ hope never to 
trouble the Senate, or be troubled again in speak- 
ing upon the subject. 

Mr. BADGER. If [ understand my friend 
from Kentucky aright, he is in favor of having a 


| provision in this bill for these widows, and for a 


great many other classes of persons, if they were 
all put together; but he objects to any thing like 
partial legislation, and will not vote for the bill 
unless it provides for all. Now Lam ready to go 

with him, for any and all that have any fair and 
reasonable claim upon this Government, according 
to its previous usages—not to provide for all people 
that need provision, but for all those who stand 
connected with such classes of the public servants 
as we have been in the habit of regarding as fall- 
ing within the category of those whose services we 
should reward. But I cannot go with my friend 
so far as to say, that because I cannot fiad out, 
and put in one bill, all and every class of persons 
who have any demand upon the Government, 


| therefore | will vote against a particular class who 


are undoubtedly meritorious. Sir, that position 
reminds me of a set of philosophers who figured 
in France, and who, | believe, called themselves 
Theophilanthropists. They were greatly busied 
upon general speculations for the improvement of 


| the condition of the whole human race, and were 


so much occupied with that grand idea, that they 
turned a deaf ear to the particular applications of 
individuals in distress. 1 go for passing this bill. 
I deem no claimants more meritorious than the 
widowsof revolutionary officers or soldiers. They 
are meritorious. I will vote for them, and when 
you bring forward the other classes, I will vote for 
them also. But | think it would be a poor way 
of doing either justice or mercy, to say that we 
will not vote for these because there is somebody 
else entitled as well as they. 

I really have cause to complain of my friend 
from Kentucky, who has compelled me to make 
{Laughter.] His remarks suggest- 


of provocative talking that I could not resist the 
Having said 
this much, [ assure the Senate that I will not be 
tempted again to address them, however briefly, 
upon this question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. [ think this bill involves a con- 


| sideration of more importance than seems to be 


attached to it. I am perfectly willing to confine 
the operation of the bill to the widows of revolu- 


| tionary officers and soldiers; but when you ex- 


tend it to the widows of the soldiergsand the officers 
of the war of 18]2, 


| subject as it ought to be. 


you are but preparing a pre- 
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alent to patent it to the widens eae 
and soldiers of the Mexican war, and of u " 
ent wars with the Indians, and all othe; ts — 
| understand the princip le involved in Cieen tt 
law, it was to bestow upon the widows cr, 
who performed revolutionary services some. 
like a mark of distinction, both as a me ate 
port, and also a tribute to the memory of 
husbands. I have heard gentlemen here ene 
those who were married during the w; ur. ff 
will consult history » they will find that ods 7 
very few marriages that took place duri, > ae 
war. It amounted almost to a suspensio, 
rimonial alliances; but between 1784 and 1794 
all know that a great many marriages took 
and the first act applied to those w idows, and ti... 
who were married previous to the act of 17% 
was passed upon the ground that the w idows 
the companions of their husbands and copton,.. 
raneous with them in some measure: an, 
wards it was extended to those who were as 
previously to January, 1800. It is an arhin.. 
distinction, and I am perfectly willing to exie:, ; 
to the widows of soldiers and officers of the rey 
tionary war, no matter at what period th 
married; but when you carry it beyond tha 
establish a precedent; and you know, Mr pe 
dent, that the precedent of to-d: ay is the preser 
tion of to-morrow. There is no guarding the 
if we extend it to the widows of the officers ans 
soldiers of the war of 1812. , 

Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest to the Seng: 
that the amendment limits the provision t 
of the revolutionary war. 

Mr. BUTLER. The amendment does 4 
but I understand that the original bill embr. 
the widows of the officers and soldiers of the ws 
of 1812. AmTright in that? So far as the pero. 
lutionary officers and soldiers are concerned, |, 
perfectly willing that pensions should be grand 
to their widows; and, sir, I am disposed to dp it 
for the very reason that it does amount to some- 
thing like an historical tribute to the dead. We 
erect monuments in different forms in memory of 
the dead; but, sir, | prefer living monuments of 
my gratitude and magnanimity; therefore it is, | 
would give to those who live, sooner than raise 


+d 


PY Were 


ey 


ey 


tombs and monuments to them after they are dead 


The amendment was agreed to, and thebill wa 
reported to the Senate as amended. 

At the request of Mr. BRADBUR 
amended was again read. 

Mr. RUSK. It seems to me, from the reading 
of the bill—after having heard the question of the 
Senator from Kentucky—that it revives the pen- 
sion from the time of the expiration of the act 

1816. The question will inevitably arise whet 
the pension is to be given from the time that law 


& 


F the bil Ww 


| expired up to this time. 


Mr. BORLAND. It commences from this time 

Mr. RUSK. Ithink that ought to be made 
plain. I have great objection to voting againsta 
pension bill, especially for widows; but there is, 
and always has been, great mischief in the sys- 
tem. It brings around the Capitol a number 
agents who get the larger portion of the ae 
and keep up a continual annoyance to Congress 
This bill, it seems to me, is not as aan 
I think I see in it room 
for the operation of agents. 

Mr. BORLAND. _ I would be very willing 
see the bill amended so as to secure the object 
which the Senator suggests, but I cannot unter 
stand that, as it now stands, it will mean what 4 
Supposes. 

Mr. BADGER. I think we had better adj 
so as to allow an opportunity to have an ame! 
ment prepared. I therefore move that the 5: 
ate adjourn. 

Mr. BORLAND. Let the bill be read ov 
more, and we can see how it stands. 

Mr. BADGER. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I insist upon the m 
adjourn, for | am entirely confident that the 
section inserted as an amendment, on motion 
the honorahle Senator from Maine, will have ‘ 
effect to give the widows of the revolutio 
officers and soldiers a pension from 1834, wi 
the law was passed. It must necessarily be 5 
I say that with confidence, for I have noticed par- 
ticularly the language of the bill. I renew 
motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and 

The Senate adjourned. 
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USE OF REPRES SENTATIVES. 


? Monpay, January 3, 1853. 


n,. House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
peg PY M. BuTier. 
bye enalof Thursday was read and approved. 
r } at 
‘vn other members appeared, and took their 
wo uv 
seats, V7 


State of Georgia, Rosert Toomps. 


¢ 


e State of Texas, RicHARDSON Scurry. 
| Sypzer, the Delegate from the Territory 
ri 
‘ta - appeared and took his seat. 
»f 


of Minton mn of Mr. CABELL, of Florida, by 


is con sent, 


rhat leave be granted for the withdrawal from 


+ the House of the papers in the case of [Isaac 


t +) be reterred to the Third Auditor’s Office. 
G ; . 
llowing message was here received from 
zonate by Mr. Dickuns, its Secretary. 
{ ena ; J 
" sosaxer: The Senate have passed bills of this 
® ¥ the following titles, viz: H.R. No. 255, An act 
Pee warther appropriations for the construction of roads 
¥ arritory of eer, H. R. No. 260, An act to 
sot entitied “An aetto establish the Territorial 
ot of Oregon, approved August, 1848,” severally 
C t 
nendment. , 
Wee. senate have also passed bills of the following titles, 
= WN» 478, Anact for the relief ofthe legal represent 
é \ , 


ir, William Somerville deceased ; S. No. 513, An 
» the relief of Joseph Morehead ; in which I am di- 

cod to asa the concurrence of this House. ] 

SWAMP LANDS. 


- DAVIS, of Indiana, by unarfimous consent 
sfike House, introduced a bill, of which prope 
e had been given, for the adjustment of sales 
tions conflicting with swamp land selec- 
which was read a first and second time by 
und referred, together with a letter from 
missioner of the General Land Office, to 
the C smmittee on Public Lands. 
r HOUSTON. I move that the rules of the 
a e be suspended, and that the House resolve 
nto Committee of the Whole on the state of 
Union, for the purpose of taking up some of 


the appropriation bills. 
Mr. MecLANAHAN. Task the gentleman to 
withdraw that motion for a moment, to enable me 


sk p rmission for the reference of a bill for the 
relief of Colonel Benjamin S. Roberts, now on the 
Sneaker’s table, to the oe Committee. 
Mr. HOUSTON, I do not like to object my- 
self, but | have no doubt that there will be objec- 
If no other person objects, I will not. 
. JONES... I insist upon the regular order 
isiness, 
Mr. HOUSTON. Then I movetosuspend the 
,and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. STANLY. Whatis the regular order of 
siness fr 
The SPEAKER. 
the State of Maine. 
Mr. STANLY. When we get through with 
1, do not resolutions come up? 7 
TheSPEAKER. Resolutions would follow the 
call of the States for petitions. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
d ae 
he SI -EAKER. The thirty days, to be de- 
y the rules to the reception of petitions, 


a t expired, and therefore this is not resolu- 
Gen dav 


of 


Petitions 


,commenting with 


Is this not reso- 


Phe question was then put on Mr. Hovsron’s 


= t | ind on a divi sion, it was not agreed to. 
tr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays 
én n his motion; which were ordered. 


re stion was then taken, and there were— 
‘ ‘So, nays 62; as follows: 
E AS ~Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Allison, John Ap- 
~ » Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Boc oek, 
eae , Brooks, Buel, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph 


eT winpson Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain 
7 urtis, Dawson, Dean, Eastman, Faulkner, Florence, 
Pomas J.D. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, a, Goode 
Ha a Hal, Is ham G. Harris, Sampson Harris, 
} nv fendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, —~: arly Houston, 


by | Howe, Hunter, Jenkins, John Johnson,G ec orge W. 
v reston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Marshal!,McLanahan, 
im, Meade, Millson, Henry D. Moore, 


Mure Morrison, 
aturph ,; Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Orr, Peaslee, Pen- 
Ser w, Phe ips, Polk, Powell, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, 


= ieee urry, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Rich- 
~ fanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, 
: m, Stuart, T hurston, Townshend, 
’ and Wileox—85. 
"AS Mesera Barrere, Bell, Bowne, Breckinridge, 
Genel be Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, 
aoe ' ~~ Cottman, Cullom, Darby, Disney, Doeck- 
Bae. “ id swing, Fay, Ficklin, Flovd, Gorman, Grey 
per, Henn, Horsford {Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, 


Weich, . Addison* 
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Jackson, Andrew 


Johnson, James Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Daniel T. 


Jones, Landry, Little, Martin, MeNair, 
Miller, Molony, John Moore, Samuel W. Parker, Perkins, 
Porter, Preston, Richardson, abine, Sackett, Scher 
merhorn, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stan 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Stone, Tayler, Toons, Ven 
abie, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, and Williams—é62. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


Ross, = 


Committeé of the W hole on the state of the Union, 


(Mr. Ricwarpson in the chair.) 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 329—the Navy Pension bill. 

The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
to. 

The bill was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee will find full 
explanations upon the subject of this bill upon 
page 140 of the estimates submitted this session of 
Congress. There is no necessity for any addi- 
tional explanation, and I move, therefore, that this 
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up House 
bill No . 330, making ap; ropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions, for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1854. 

The mation was agreed to. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This bill is also very fully 
explained upon pages 136-"7-’8 of the estimates 
I presume that members have examined them. It 
is a bill which rests entirely upon calculations. I 
move that it be laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 332, making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the ne Academy for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1854. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 


Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, | had in- 
tended to have addressed the Committee of the 
Whole on the President’s message, during the 


first days of the session, on the foreign policy to 
which it refers, but the introduction of the tariff, 
and the discussion which sprung up thereon, as 
weil as a serious indisposition which prevented my 
attendance in the House, rendered it impossible. 
I do not regret the event, because | am gratified 
that the House manifests a disposition to consider 
and refer the message, and avert the discursive 
and interminable debate which was likely to arise. 
It is to me a source of great regret, in thinking of 
the past, that the House were chargeable, during 
the last session, with at least an apparent want of 
courtesy to the Executive, in that during a term 
of ten months, his message was never referred to 
the appropriate committees; | say apparent, be- 
cause | am very far from supposing that anything 
of the kind was intended. Itis worthy of remark, 
however, that such an occurrence is not to be 
found in any previous portion of our legislative 
history. It is to be hoped that it may not occur 
again. I trust that | shall be pardoned for pet st 
ing myself of the first opportunity of expressir 
my views upon a subject second to none in im- 
portance, which we may be called upon to con- 
sider—matters involving momentous conseq juences 
to ourselves and our posterity—interests which 
affect our relations with the whole civilized world 
—and consequences which must give character to 
the future progress of the principles of free gov- 
erment—deciding whether our example and our 
institutions are really to be such an exposition of 
our purposes, as shail authorize our claim to speak 
as the practical benefactors of mankind. None 
can be insensible to the responsibilities which rest 
upon this Government in the judgment of the 
world. 

It is our high duty, Mr. Chairman, to demon- 
strate, by a constitutional and wise administration 
of our domestic affairs, and a just and honorable 
policy towards other nations, that free govern- 
ment—the government of the people—is not a fail- 
ure, but a successful experiment of all that is de- 
sirable in social organization; an undeniable proof 
that it is the best and the safest mode of admin- 
istering political power, looking alike to external 
peace and internal prosperity, originating in a just 


conception of the dignity of man, and continually , 





| are before us for 
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llence at- 
it this LS practi- 


illustrating m practice the highest exce 
tainable by human wisdom. Th 
cable | cannot doubt. But I am equal y sure that 
itcan be secured only by prudent policy, and a 


stern adherence to the precepts of justice and in- 


flexible determination to regard the rights of other 
nations, and the restraint of all desires of undue 
advancement of our own interests at their expense 


Our original ore 
our uny 


anization as a Government, and 
varalleled progress to wealth, greatness, and 
power, would, in any other 
peen ¢c ’ 


age of the world, have 


msidered a romance. The historian who 


should have recorded such anna s, would have 
been esteemed as one who was not careful of the 
truthfulness of his statements, and men would 


have rezarded his narrative as evidence of a pow- 
erful imagination, rather than a medium for the as- 
certainment of facts. In three quartersof acentur) 

a people weak in numbers, and of small 
have advanced to the position of 
Powers of the earth. T 
and I surely do 
that it bee 


ve for 


resource 
one of the first 
»us this gresttrust has 
descen led: 
when | say 
progress 


not ecluim too much 


omes 


us to be watchtui that 


the future in the right direction 


and that nothing should be lost by a policy which 
shall cast suspicion upon our national integrity, or 
introduce false principles into the administration 
of our Government. 

I have been induced to make these ren 
cause the message has presented for our consider- 
ation the subject of 


iarks, be- 
the acquisition and annexation 
of Cuba, as well as by the demonstrations which 
both the press and many of those 
lic opinion have for some fore 
the country. We have heard of the capacity of 
some to swallow a whole county, and others who 
desire the American continent and the adjacent 
iskands. These are sometimes the uttered senti- 
ments of those in high 
Mexico, and the are all 
looked to as the subjects of acquisition m the great 
history of progress and the propagation of free 
principles. From all of Mr. Chairman, | 
enter my dissent. The almost unlimited territory 
now in our possession 1s 
pause upon in order to complete the great work 
which we have to do within our own 
‘The harvest of prosperity in wh eh we are 


who form pub- 


time since made be 


places. Canada, Cuba, 


islands of the seas, 


this, 


surely enoueh for us to 


borders 
\ called 
to labor and reap is ample, rich, abundant, which, 
as a wise people, we ought to be content at least 
for a season to enjoy. To hazard si 

prospects would be both unwise and wicked. 

~ We have been but inattentive observers of pass- 
ing events not to know that there 18, and has been, 
a purpose formed by those who 
the courage to effect it, to acquire the possession 
of Cuba by creating and fostering a spirit of rev- 
olution there, and a separation of that Island 
from the dominion of the Spanish Crown. Of 
such a system of intervention I cannot approve. 
I think it peculiarly our duty to discountenance 
any such enterprises; to the laws which 
grow out ol treaty stipulations; to 
peace with neig 


ich brilliant 


have manifested 


enforce 
our 


maintain 
our hbors, and to regard the eter- 
nal principles of justice in all of our transactions 
In the message of the President our 
with the Spanish Government in reference to Cu 
consideration; and | take this 
occasion to remark, that it is due to him to ac- 
knowledge that he has endeavored to execute the 
laws in relation to the forcible 
by American citizens. 
cause he did not countenance the invasion of the 


reiations 


invasion of Cuba 
I cannot censure him be- 


territory of a people with whom we were and are 
at peace Our Government cannot and ought no 
to be complicated with such transactions it is 


due to the Exeoutive to declare that he did in his 


polic y discourage and refuse to protect those who, 
m full view of the conse yuences, embarked in 
that disastrous enterprise. I weep over the fate 
of those who were victims. They fell martyrs 


in a cause in which they risked their lives, their 
all. They have the honors of 
only alternative to success. | 

the Executive refused to implicate 
our Government with this matter—because he re- 
fused to recognize who, by a 
the laws, had placed themselves beyond their pre- 
tection as American citizens recognized by treaty 
stipulations. Should eitizens 
any foreign Power invade the State of North Car- 
olina, and attempt to effect a revolution there, there 
would be accorded to them summary jastice. The 
most expeditious mede of execution, even with @ 


the 
condemn 


marty rdom, 
cannot 
beeause he 
those 


“<i faie te p 
Violation ot 


the or subjects of 
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grape-vine, should a rope be inconvenient, would 
close the transaction. l cannot condemn in thegov- 
ernment of Cuba that which my own State would 
and ought to do. I admit no party lies or allegi- 
ance which would cause me to acknowledge that 
to be politically right which is moraily wrong. I 
expect to keep company with my conscience long 
after political relations shall cease. 
In this metter, Mr. Chairman, as in all others, 
I mean to recognize the obligations which rest 
tatesman. lamalways pleased 
to derive light from a source where error has never 
thrown its cloud—where truth shines upon the 
ave and gives outa light which cannot mislead. 
Ve are taught by all history, human and divine, 
that the pun ishment of nations as such is in this 
world, because they exist only here. Populous 
countries, great empires, once the wonder of the 


upon a Christian 


world, have filled the measure of their iniquitie 
of rapine and oppression, and live only in tradi- 
tion, or as beacons on the shores of the tide of 
time. They have perished for the violation of the 
’ their own 
The disregard of physical 
laws brings immediate punishment to the offender; 
the violation of moral laws, although long delayed, 
Nations as well as individ- 
uals are subjected to the same results, and with 
equal certaint y. 
territory in general, and of Cuba in particular, un- 
der the name of progress, threatens to involve our 
country in difficulties of a most complicated char- 
acter. And there is something curious in the fact, 
that many who made much capital, in a recent 
election, of the known desire of one of the candi- 
dates to annex Canada, have lost sight of that 
enormity in the great desirableness of this tropical 
Island lying on our coasts; that evils, manifest 
in the incorporation of English territory with in- 
stitutions greatly resembling our own, should be 
so overwhelming, and the absorption of a popula- 
tion wanting sympathy with ours, should present 
no such difficulties—awaken no such apprehen- 
810ns. 

Sir, | have no hesitation in declaring, that should 
Cuba be alienated by Spain, the United States 
must be a party to such alienation. We cannot 
consent to the transfer of that Island to any other 
Power. But the transfer, if made, wi!l be on terms 
consistent with the honor of both and all parties 
concerned. But Spain, the owner of the Island, is 
the proper holder, and whilst Spain holds it we 
have our best interests subserved. That Spain 
means to hold it we have the best evidence, be- 
cause the publication of the late negotiations dis- 
cioses that Spain refuses to sell—rejects the propo- 
sition to disintegrate her empire by selling her 
dcemains. No Power of Europe is disposed to 
seize upon Cuba, at least so far as indicated by 
current events. France and England have pro- 
posed to unite with us to guaranty the possession 
of that Island to Spain. Whilst lL approve of the 
rejection of that alliance by ciate teens of the 
United States, I mention it as an evidence that 
there is no purpose to divest Spain of her posses- 
sions by the Powers of Europe. The policy which 
our interest indicates is to leave Cuba in the pos- 
sion of Spain, her rightful owner, and to the rest 
of the world a disinterested stakeholder, and leave 
to the future the development of the proper course 
to be pursued. Annexation of territory may be- 
come indispensable; and when it is so, I approve 
the act. I advocated the annexation of Texas—I 
approve of the purchase of Louisiana. The mouth 
of the Mississipp!, and the military importance of 
Texas, rendered both indispensable to our inter- 
ests, and were of paramount importance. And 
whilst an advocate and defender of the Mexican 
war, believing it to be just, and one in which the 
country was properly engaged, I was inclined to 
take just as smalla — of territ ory in closing 
the war, unless entirely divested of populs ation, as 
was consistent with our honor. Our country, pros- 
perous as it is, needs nothing so much as repose— 
nothing so important as a deliverance from vexa- 
tious disputes, and the disturbance and misdirec- 
tion of those energies now so successfully em- 
ployed for our prosperity. ; 

It was with great satisfaction that I read the re- 
marks of the distinguished Senator from Virginia, 
{[Mr. Mason,] the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. With his views, as there ex- 
pressed, L entirely concur. The honor and the in- 
terests of the country. will always be safe when 


great principles of justice, the victims of 
accumulated crimes. 


Is not the less certain. 


The desire for the acquisition of 








guided by such policy. “But l am far ai sup- 
posing, with some others, that our manifest destiny 
—our power of expansion, and our duty to prop- 
agate free principles—demands so extended a thea- 
ter as this whole continent, and the islands ad- 
jacent thereto. I dissent from the opinion that we 
are to be propagandisis of the pring iples of free 
government in any other mode than by the bright 
example of their success at home. Of all people, 
those of our own country should be most averse 
to intervention in the affairs of others—most jealous 
of intervention by others inourown. The good 
sense of the people rebuked the designs of a dis- 
tinguished, or rather notorious and splendid wan- 
derer, who, a short time since, sought to involve 
He succeeded at 
least in finding friends enough to give him that 
material aid which replenished his exhausted ex- 
chequer, which he now may quietly enjoy free 
from the demands for coupons by the holders of 
Hungarian bonds. Conservative myself, I rep- 
resent a people who are strictly conservative— 
conservative in the highest sense in requiring a 
strict adherence to the Constitution and laws, and 
an unwavering regard for the rights of all nations. 
Conservative in the protection of property ,and the 
preservation of individual rights. Denying the 
right of all to intervene in their social and domestic 
institutions, ready to resist all interference with 
their rights. It is for this reason that I hold 
that those who intervene must take the conse- 
quences of the ir own conduct. It becomes a per- 
sonal concern of their own, and the result must 
be felt by them: selves alone. 

We cannot be insensible to the spirit of propa- 
gandism which deeply affects a portion of the peo- 
ple. Ifit be either encouraged or fostered by the 
Government, if it pass without rebuke, if it be not 
repressed, our people must come to be considered 
the brigands of the world, going forth to seize 
upon the possessions of adjoining nations, and as 
a natural consequence, concentrate upon us the 
focus of indignation and ill-will of all the world. 
This ought to beso. The individual whose grasp- 
ing disposition, whose insatiable rapacity, leading 
him to oppress the poor and overreach the feeble, 
may acquire property, butthe end willbe disastrous. 
There is but one code of morals for all; the prin- 
ciples of justice are eternal. Observation as well 
as experience, passing events as well as the rec- 
ords of the past, have been but little heeded, 
this lesson has not been learned. 

[ have already said that our Maker punishes na- 
tions in this world, because they exist only here. 


us in the troubles of Europe. 


Man’s individue uity exists forever. Nations are of | 
this world alone. Their rise and their decay are not | 


accidental. Virtue produces the one, and crime and 
vice the other. Ages intervene, until the cup of in- 
iquity is full. The kindled wrath of Heaven sends 
forth the fire of desolation, to sweep them away. 
Countries which thousands of years ago were filled 
with adense population, rich in teeming abundance, 
whose merchants were princes, and whose citizens 
lords of the earth, are now barren wastes; their 
ruined capitals the theater for antiquarian research ; 
their inhabitants wandering tribes, with whom the 
knowledge of former grandeur is so diluted with 
fable, as only to mislead the inquirer. I commend 
those who are so full of our destiny, and see its ful- 

fillment in the absorption of Canada and Cuba, the 
Sade and the adjacent islands, to an instructive 
lesson found in the history of a certain king of 
Israel. Surrounded by wealth, and all that heart 
could desire, he saw the vineyard of a poor and 
humble neighbor living near him, in which he cul- 
tivated his vines. He looked upon, and coveted 
it. Rapacity controlled his heart, and he deter- 
mined to possessit. All his wealth was valueless, 
unless he could obtain Naboth’s vineyard. He 
offered to purchase it, it was convenient to his 
palace; he offered to give him a better and more 
valuable one; he desired it for a garden of herbs. 
The offers were declined by the eloquent reply: 
** How shall I sell the inheritance of my fathers ?”’ 
ut a counsellor appeared, who, unlike those who 
usually sustain the relation of wife, advised that 
false witnesses should be raised up to prove that 
Naboth had blasphemed God and the king. This 
was done; Naboth wasstoned to death; his vineyard 
was seized; but the end was not yet. The prophet 
angounced the judgment of Heaven; the dogslicked 
the blood of the king at the place where Naboth 
was stoned; and dogs devoured the body of Jezebel, 


OS 


i had preceded, but thisewas | ve 
ing one. The punishment was pot aoe 
the prophet’s warning, but the conse, ' 
crime. 

Cuba is convenient to our coast, the ke. 
Gut. It is a tropical garden of the ric! 
clothed in perpetual verdure and inex} 
the spontaneous prod uctions of nature. © 
the inheritance of the Sonn Crown, and & a 
declines to sell that inheritance. F oreigne; 
own citizens amongst others—disturb an a 
inflame discontent, and excite rebe!! ion © pe Y 
the people. Exasperation, producing yjo;).. 
and prompt execution of police resu! ations 
rise to difhculties and misundersts anding ( 
be wise or just for the Government of the [, 
States to seek this occasion for war and co} : 
For the conduct of our own citizens has inde 
postponed the probability of purchase, 
the sensitiveness —, by aggression 
tirely overlooked, and all of our resentmenie ,,4 
sympathies directed against the injured y ; 
Suppose the scene of operations transferred 
of the southern States—continual 


tr 


s 





appre is 
of the landing of adventurers known to be froy 
neighboring State, to overturn all the instity: 
|| recognized by law: would any one expect the mens 
ures either of prevention or redress to be yw; hed 


in golden scales? In this view it is, that whijis: 
some of the reasonings of the Executive, and som. 
portions of his a y> Ido not con ur, I cannot 
withhold the declaration that he has manifesia! 
laudable purpose to maintain treaty relati« 
execute the laws: and I cannot censure a fy 
ance to resent strongly, what in other ejreyy. 
stances would call for a far different course. 9 
fully understood the cause of provocation, } 
knew the extent of the injury; and the fa 
the expedition last directed to Cuba demonstrated 
that even the excuse of aiding the people in a 
revolution, was a fallacy, because the people did not 
rise, unite with, and lead the invaders to victory. 
There was not such discontent with the existine 
state of things, as justified even the pro; igand- 
ists of the principles of freedom to embark in the 
adventure, unless they took their lives in their 
hands. ‘To none butthose who coveted the crow: 
of martyrdom did this enterprise offer any induce. 
ments, 

Sir, fillibustering has become a regularly-in- 
stalled word in our language. We have taken the 
liberty of altering it, and clothing it in Amer 
dress, as is our wont in such cases. Orig 
freebooter in old English, flibustier in F 
flibustero in Spanish, is now in our tongue fillibus- 
ter, but still a freebooter; and it will not be sur. 
prising if it should become one day the 
word of aparty. If the principles of any party 
should correspond to the term, 1 utterly eschew 
any connection therewith. I desire to be ¢ x 
upon this subject. If the policy y of any At s 
tration is to make the United States the brigands 
of the world; if we are to become a race, a! 
of buckaniers; if we are to adopt the policy 
ing upon our weaker neighbors and appropriating 
their possessions, and thus fill the measure f 


national iniquity, I utterly denounce the policy, 
and in the face of the country and the world, « 
of high Heaven, I declare my hands to be clear— 


I wash them of any such guilt. It is guilt ¢ f the 
deepest die. 

I adhere to the Monroe doctrine: Europe cam 
not and must not interfere with the nations of this 
continent who are struggling for their liberty 
have asserted their independence. Net er 
this Government regard without offense the 
tempt to colonize monarchical institutions 
the continent of America. By this { stand in the 
fullest meaning of the terms. I also adopt te 
rest of the Monroe doctrine in the same mess#ze 
That during the struggle between the 5 n 
colonies and Spain the United States maintal ed 


a strict neutrality—a neutrality as proper! § 
time as then. And whilst I do not hesitate to 7 
that I could not consent that Cuba should pass 
into the possession of any other Power than '¢ 
United States, I am equally confident that, un'es 
circumstances greatly change, it is best for al! om 
+ cerned that it remain in the possession of S » 
There are strong reasons for believing that. u det 
all aspects of the question, the present inter eres 
the United States will be most effectua on _ 


by the continued ownership of Spain. 


i SI has 
whose counsels had controlled him. Many acts of |! is for the present out of the question. Spall ™® 
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|. The course of our own people was 
amental in that determination. The 

e of acquisition besides is by conquest 
«with Spain, or annexation after a revolu- 
een successfully prosecuted to inde- 
The first can only be justified by 
ed and unredressed by Spain upon 
ed States; for no just man can for a mo- 
Jerate the monstrous wickedness of a war 
est. War—the greatest temporal evil, 
onal dishonor, and never justifiable ex- 

« the ultimate resort,—war, if unjust, is 
vatestaggime Which stains the world. For 
>. no pretext, and it is presumed 
.wiljarise. The second involves consequences 
: None can be ignorant 


ere 


:vest character. 
true cause Which makes Cuba desirable 
fact that it is cultivated by slave labor, 
ne gives. value to agricultural pursuits in 
. countries. Would not the instincts of self- 
tion, as well as a determination to render 

sss possessions forcibly wrested from the do- 

» of Spain, cause them to liberate the slaves of 

Cuba. in order to arrest the’spirit of aggression by 
idventurers? Should this be done, of what 
» would the possession be tothe South? What 
. nuisance would be established upon our coast! If 
\ oted by the Queen and Cortes, there is not, 
ver ought there to be, any legislative power to 
tethem slaves again. I could never vote to 
eysiave any man who had ever possessed a right 
erty according to the laws of the Government 

h he lived. Sir, if you were in command 

my in the presence of an enemy—if you had 

ve magazine of the munitions of war, which 
would most probably fallinto that enemy’s hands, 
would you not destroy them to prevent that re- 
The Russian Autocrat covered himself with 

ry by barning his capital to destroy an invader. 
Spain, exasperated with the power to inflict the in- 
pon those with whom she was at war, would 
thesame. Such an annexation would indeed 
the opening of Pandora’s box—a legacy of evil 
ever to be exhausted. The greatest and most 
seeing friends of the South and southern in- 
iutions, looked upon this question of the acqui- 
n of Cuba with the deepest concern. And 
here, sir, | would, with pious and reverential care, 


I 





erform a duty which I owe to the memory of a | 


listinguished statesman, whose unclouded and un- 
equaled mind constantly reflected upon and studied 
iterests of his country generally, and his sec- 

1in particular—whose pure heart to its latest 

» was filled with love to his country, and 

se matured judgment made him the safest 
guide. I refer to the great South Carolinian, who 
ttwo days before his death, charged me, that 
should he he misrepresented upon this subject, to 
zive tothe world his true opinion. It has been 
i that Mr. Calhoun was in favor of the annex- 

ation of Cuba; that he was for annexation at all 
events. This is not true. I feel bound by a 
mise made to him to correct the statement. 
ile said if Cuba ever comes to us, it must be by 
ity, honorable and satisfactory to both coun- 
8, otherwise it is forbidden fruit to the United 
States. This was said in reference to the indirect 
le of acquiring it by annexation after a revolu- 
tion, rendered successful chiefly by adventurers 
‘rom thiscountry. The conversation related to 
) interview with certain persons, inhabitants of 
Yuba, who called upon him a few days before. 
geulleman now present in this House was with 

& when they called on Mr. Calhoun; we rose to 
ve the room, he requested us to remain and 
ess the conversation. They spoke to him of 
le expected revolution and the operations of 
Veneral Lopez; he said, what we now all know to 
he true, . Gentlemen, you are mistaken; Cuba is 
"ripe ior revolution; her people are not ready 
Fsuch a state of things; and if Lopez invades 
“aba, the enterprise will bea failure, and [ tell 
» that under no cireumstances can this Govern- 
ment be complicated with this revolution.”” He 
en said to me, Cuba, from her situation, can 
hever be atienated to any other Power than the 
Lnited States, and Spain, the owner, is the best 
‘akeholder; best for us and best for the world. 
~ thing but unavoidable necessity could justify 
“re in taking it. ‘The purchase is improbable, 
“a we how have most of the commercial advan- 
“ges without the expense of administering the 
government. These were the words and opinions 
*' one whose bright name will ever irradiate the 


wit 


r 





just; one who 
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pages of our annals—pure, wise, patriotic and 
herished no narrow views, and 
whose opinions and conclusions were the result of 
profound thought and impartial investigation; a 
statesman,«s contradistinguished from a mere pol- 
itician; a man who had the firmness to be just 
amidst the outbreakings of senseless clamor, and 
whose expectations of the future, amounted almost 
to prescience, 

teflection, Mr. Chairman, has confirmed me in 
the propriety of his conclusions. Independently 
of the difficulty just referred to, the emancipation 
of the slaves in Cuba in case of a 


t 
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revolution, 
(which act would meet the approbation both of 
France and England, whose emancipated colonies 
surround the Island,) there are other objections to 
the acquisition, not only of Cuba, but of Canada, 
or any other territory, which deeply impress my 
mind. Some two years since we witnessed the 
deep agitation in this Hall, and throughout the 
country, upon the territorial question. [ have 
drank the cup which was then presented to my 
lips in the shape of the compromise. I did it at 
the command of the State to whom | owe my alle- 
viance, and to whom and my Creator alone | owe 
allegiance. At the command of my State | acqui- 
esced in measures of which I did not and do not 
approve. But 1 will not commit treason against 
the State whose constitution and laws protect me. 
I acquiesced because those who had a right to con- 
trol me required it. I acquiesced honestly. I 
sacrificed feeling and judgment in doing so, but I 
was bound to do both at the command of my sov- 
ereign State. I am not now willing todisturb that 
which Iam solemnly bound to obey. The coun- 
try demands repose; and [ trust it may have re- 


pose. I will look for peace, and will not prophesy 
evil. I cannot if I would, be ignorant of the fact, 


that the acquisition of territory must again awaken 
sectional hostility between the North and South. 
Contention will again break forth with renewed 
vigor with the acquisition of new territory, fanning 
into life a flame which will sweep over the whole 
land. I cannot be ignorant that such an acquisi- 
tion would bring back a renewed agitation of that 
subject, which the experience of the past few years 
has rendered so painful to every member of the 
House. 

But, sir, carry out the doctrine which has been 
often asserted with reference to the acquisition of 
Cuba; get it fairly if you can, but get it any- 
how, and the same view will annex Canada. This 
is not desirable. We have already a vast fertile 
unoccupied territory. The millions of Europe 
are emptying upon our shores, and, like the drops 
which fall into the ocean and then disappear and 
go to swell the mighty mass of waters, they flow 
along to the great West, and cover our territo- 
ries. We feel their landing for a moment, and 
they disappear and go where bread can be obtained. 
Millions and millions of acres in the great West 
are yet lying uncultivated. Yet we hear desires 
expressed for more territory, and Cuba must be 
acquired to furnish an outlet for our slaves! Sir, 
there is a great mistake upon this subject—a griev- 
ous miscalculation of the effect of such an outlet. 
if Cuba was a new and unsettled country, and 
with capabilities for production such as it now pos- 
sesses, then it would afford the outlet for the ex- 
tension of the area of slave territory. But Cuba 
has a great population—a vast multitude of slaves 
and free blacks, as well as of Spanish population, 
already there; and such is the unproductiveness 
of the negro race that the slave trade is the means 
of supply. This, upon the transfer of the Island, 
must cease,and would cease. Thedrain forlabor 
would be from the Atlantic slave States, already 
deficient in operatives. Railroads and other de- 
veloping improvements are incalculably increasing 
production, and land is abundant and labor searce. 
The drain of labor would operate most deleteri- 
ously upon the State of North Carolina, as upon 
all the sea-board States. 

But, sir, this is a branch of the subjeet which I 
may more suitably discuss before my constituents, 
than on the present occasion. 

1 believe in the adaptation of our institutions to 
the government of all who will ever grow up within 
our limits. Among those indoctrinated from child- 
hood with the principles of the common law, there 
is no difficulty in administering the Government; 
but there can be no more hazardous experiment 
than the absorption of a whole people with dif- 
ferent views of government, and with different 
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views ofthe relations of men with each other, into 
another political organization. They will consti- 


tute a disturbing element in the legislation, 


und will 
destroy the peace, the harmony, and prosperity of 
the country. 

We have heard a great deal of sympathy for 
human liberty—sympathy for the human race. 
When I was a younger man, | had not the same 
view of this subject which | have now; but I have 
seen this sort of sympathy clustering around every 
kind of fanaticism. We have seen it producing 
evil, falsely named good, : 


ind destroying, instead 
of promoting the peace of the cou try. It may 
do tor Fourth of July orations, to hear sophomores 
talk about human rights, and trumpets calling to 
victory, and all that sort of thing; but 
come down to the 


when you 
solemn reality of life, we find 
that every nation in the world that can take care 
of its liberty has obtained it: 
tions who have it not, the 
cannot take care of it 
people of any country have rebe 
troops thither for the 
weaker party ag 


that as soon as those 


? 


and tt nere are na- 


t 
. » | “ange th 
reason Is, vecause they 


; 
Suppose a portion of the 
led, and you send 
purpose of sustaining the 
unst the stronger, do you not see 
troops are withdrawn, the 
stronger party willrecover their ascendency? Do 
you not see that By your own pring iples, the 


Ss. tf 


ma- 
jority have the right to gsovern, and that when 
you send an army to force liberty upon a people, 
who do not understand it, when you have with- 
drawn that force, the stronger party will over- 
power and put down the weaker? If we set our- 
selves at work as crusaders to establish human 
liberty, you destroy everything at home. We 
desert all of our best interests. We lose every- 
thing like State sovereignty, and we concentrate 
around our Government pring iples and influences 
which, while they strike to enlarge our limits, 
strike at the root of our liberties also. 

I am conservative, thoroughly and utterly so; 
I am in favor of protecting my rights in my own 
property, the rights of my constituents, and the 
rights of my neighbors. Wecannot live in peace 
with other nations, if we disregard the rights of 
property in Sir, human liberty 
exists only in and with the principles of the com- 
mon law. The reason why the South American 
republics have never been able to establish their 
liberty has been that they have not the substratum 
of that embodied perfection of human reason, the 
common law. 

We sometimes speak of the two-pence tax upon 
tea as the cause of our revolutionary war. That 
led to the disruption, but was only an item in the 
account. It was the principle sought to be im- 
posed upon us, of taxation without reoresentation, 
We were the descendants of the Cavaliers and 
Puritans. The Cavaliers drove the Puritans from 
England to Plymouth, and Puritans in England, 
in turn, drove the Cavaliers to the mouth of the 
James river. Yet, with these hostile parties in 
England, what do we find at the commencement 
of the Revolution? Patrick Henry, the Cavalier, 
and Randolph, the Cavalier, with Adams, the 
Puritan, join in the summons toarms. ‘Their an- 
cestors found a temple in the wilderness, a Church 
without a Bishop and a State without a King, and 
Puritan and Cavalier ul ited to perpeta ite both. 
It was rational liberty which they possessed, and 
for it they cheerfully endured their trials. 

I look back with pl asure to the fact, that I was 
one of the few who refused to vote congratulations 
upon that resolution, which threw out the king, 
and threw up the Provisional 
France. I never believed 
there worthy of admiration; and we have seen it 
advancing from one step to another, until we have 
seen a mushroom Emperor clad in the parapher- 
nalia of a great kinsmen, at one time the conquer- 
or of Europe, and the wonder of his age at an- 
other, and at last a captive on a lonely isle of the 
sea. He has passed over vows, constitutions, en- 
gagvements; and the voices so lately 


those nations. 


Government of 


there was anything 


raised in a 
shout for liberty, equality, fraternity, now shout 
long live the Emperor. 

He has taken one more step towards ruin; one 
more act in the drama so frequently performed of 
late years is reénacted before the world. The end 
is by-and-by— just another step. 

hose who are worthy of freedom, and will 
take care of it, have it. Look over the whole 
broad earth, and show me men capable of self- 
government, men worthy of liberty and her insti- 
| tutions, and I will show you men who are free 
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There never was a more mischievous error than 
that which assumes that the people and the politi- 
cians of thiscountry, are propagandists of free 
principles and free government. With such peo- 
ple and such politicians, I have no affiliation. 

I will do justice to the President, though he and 
I differ about many things, and though I have 
never been a supporter of the present Administra- 
tion, nor has its policy met with my approbation. 
Justice requires me to say that in regard to this 
fillibustering spirit, he has maintained a position 
which ought to secure to him the respect of this 
people. Some of the processes of his reasoning | 
do not concur in, and some of his deductions I 
repudiate. There are things in his message with 
which I do not agree; but for his general policy 
in discountenancing the invasion of acountry with 
which we are at peace, I take this occasion to say, 
he deserves the respect of the country. I have 
yet to learn that anything is to be gained by deny- 
ing justice to any man, whether of your own or 
any other party. 

But, sir, [ do not speak by the book; I am not 
in communication with those coming into power, 
further than as an hamble member of the party, 
and as one of those who supported the election of 
the President elect. But I firnwy believe, and I 
cherish the belief, th&t the incoming Administration 
will maintain a policy upon this subject which will 
be elevated and blameless. Ihave determined thus 
early in the session to make known my opinions 
to those interested in them, and to those whom I 
have the honor to represent; and to enter my 
solemn protest against a policy which iooks to the 
absorption of adjoining countries—which disre- 
gards treaty stipulations, and must tend to the 
acquisition of still farther territory, undesirable at 
the present time, and which must renew all the 
agitation from which we have just escaped. 

There is another view, Mr. Chairman, of this 
matter, to which I will refer, and to which I es- 
pecially desire to call the attention of my friends 
from the South. It would certainly be bad policy 
for usto acquire Cuba—slaveholding Cuba as it is 
—if we could get it, so longas it can be peaceably 
held by Spain, as a disinterested stakeholder. Can 
any one from the slaveholding country fail to 
see that the slave interest in the United States is 
the focus against which the sympathies, the med- 
dlesome sympathies, of the whole world is directed ? 
Can any one fail to see the importance of having 
as many interested in that institution as posstble ? 
Suppose we could absorb Cuba to-day, we should 
have the united opposition of all the governments 
of the earth against us, and against our institution. 
Spain is now interested, and Brazil is interested in 
preserving that institution. Suppose we should 
acquire Cuba to-day, we should have all the ma- 
chinery of all the fanaticism of all the world 
leacued against us. 

I am one of those who feel no sort of hesitation 
in saying that the institution of slavery is a whole- 
some, a good, and a valuable one, socially, mor- 
ally, and politically; that it is the only condition 
in which the African in contact with the white 
race, can be happy and useful. Look over the 
broad face of the earth, and there are not three 
millions of Africans that are as Christianized, as 
civilized, and as happy as those who are depend- 
ing upon their masters, connected with the social 
institutions of the South. These opinions are 
known to you, and I do not now throw them 
out as new. I am unwilling that ourslaves should 
be drained off to supply a vacancy which the cut- 
ting off of the slave trade will createin Cuba, If 
we acquire Cuba, we get what is of but little value 
tous. If we take it by force, we get a Pandora’s 
box with it. 

I, sir, adhere to the Monroe doctrine. I am 
opposed to European interference with any peo- 

le struggling for liberty upon our continent. | 
will go the full extent of that doctrine, and I will 
never agree to force my notions of liberty upon 
any peuple at the point of the bayonet. I will 
never agree to a policy which holds out a pretext 
of loving justice, of loving liberty and human 
rights, when underneath the whole lies a purpose 
of plunder and robbery—a war of the strong 
against the wenk—and thus bring: down upon us 
the judgments of Heaven, which it is impossible 
for us to escape. The principles of justice are as 
eternalas the heavens, and their disregard has never 
failed under any circumstances to bring a bitter 
scourge upon any nation that has violated them. 


I, for one, desire no such mischief for my coun- 
try; and I trust no policy will be adopted by us 
which will tend tosuch a result. I appeal strongly 
to my southern friends to war against this propa- 
gandism. 

There is a progress downward as we'll as upward. 
There is aprogress backward as well as forward. 
There is nothing just, and holy, and true in this 
world that has not been sought to be crushed down 
by the chariot-wheels of progress. Mahomet 
preached progress. ‘The earth has been drenched 
with blood and whitened with the bones of the 
slain, under the war-cry of progress. Napoleon 
slew his millions under the plea of progress. And 
thisisprogress! Notthe progress which Lapprove. 
1 am for that benevolent, that wholesome progress 
which grows out of wise and sound polity; that 
grreat benevolence for which kind feelings and im- 
pulses were ordained, which makes every man 
look to his Government as his protector and friend. 

Sir, | believe the party with which I am asso- 
ciated, adopt these views, and I feel a pride in be- 
lieving that the incoming Administration will sus- 
tain that policy. I trust that throughout the length 
and breadth of the land there will go forth such a 
manifestation of indignation at any attempt to 
intermeddie with or overturn the institutions of 
neighboring nations, as shall make it utterly odi- 
ous for any man to seek popular favor, by raising 
this war-cry of progress, 

I am willing to be called behind the age; I am 
willing that it should be said that I have learned 
nothing from progress. One thing | have learned, 
and that is, that the eternal principles of justice can 
never change, and that crime, whether national or 
individual, must meet its reward. No man can 
sin against a physical or a moral law without feel- 


ing and suffering the punishment thereof. The | 


same is not less true of nations; and whatever 
party may rise into power, upon the principles of 
our own aggrandizement,or increasing our strength 
upon the acquisition of the territory of others, 
will bring with them a curse and a calamity, let it 
come when it may, or under what auspices. The 
common sense of mankind rises in rebellion 
against it. 

| cannotconclude my remarks, without express- 
ing my gratification at the opinion delivered by 
the Supreme Court within a few days past. | con- 
ceive the eminent and distinguished Chief Justice, 
(God grant him many years to live!) who presides 
over that tribunal, has spoken authoritatively as 
to one law upon the subject of our interference 
with the concerns of adjoining nations. It was 
decided there by that court, that a contract to sup- 
ply American citizens with provisions and muni- 
tions of war, to aid a people not yet independent, 
in a revolutionary movement, was null and void, 
contrary to the laws of the United States, and 
could not be enforced. I shall take occasion 
to have that opinion printed and circulated among 
my people. itis one of the best documents that 
I could send to them. It wasa high conservative 
doctrine, and just such as I expected of a man who 
had the nerve under all circumstances to do his 


duty, who owes his present position to having | 


always done his duty, and who has maintained, 
and is always ready to maintain, his position as a 
strict constructionist of the Constitution. 


I say to my friends of the plantation States, that 


conquests and territory are no compensation for 
war. None are more interested in peace, and the 
policy which would secure it, than we are. And 
whilst war must be met when just and right, it 
should never be provoked. We are producers, 
and war destroys the sale of our productions by 
destroying our commercial relations. None would 
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suffer its calamities more than the Plantation States, | 


and we, of all men, should adopt a policy which 
secures peace by doing justice which does right 
at the same time that right is demanded. No na- 
tion and no individual ever profited by an unjust 
and needless controversy. No nation and no man 
but loses advantageous position by menace or ag- 
gression. 


Nations, like men, to prosper, must be | 


justand conciliatory—must obey laws whilst they | 


inculeate obedience on others. I trust that there 
may be no occasion to say of us— 


*‘ Impiger, iracundus, inexorabilis, acer, 
Jura neget sibi nata, nihil non arroget armis.”? 


That in our foreign relations justice and firmness 


in demanding nothing but what is right, and sub- | 
mitting to nothing thatis wrong, we may receive | 
| and retain the prosperity which such a policy uni- 1 
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formly produces. I have made these ren 
Mr. Chairman, because this deeply-inte cs, 
subject is brought to our notice by the come 
and because I think it highly important th tor 
lie opinion should be properly formed of a 
policy upon which so much depends, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Ch 
I propose to detain the committee only f; 
moments, and had it not been for some rems 
which have fallen from the gentleman from — 
Carolina, (Mr. Vewasxe,} [ should not troyi).. 
atall. I shall reply to them briefly. |] think «., 
gentleman is kicking a dead lion. © Filibysier;,. 
sir, is dead. It was a promising business «..” 
time ago. It was above par. 
far below par. 
dead. 

Mr. VENABLE. Iam glad to hear jt 

Mr. STEPHENS. About Cuba, sir, | ways, 
say a word. I am no filibuster, and haye et 
been. J donot at this time have any desire to »,. 
quire Cuba; particularly as Spain is unwj a 
part with it. Thus far lL agree with the gen 
But I am not going to declare upon this floor ans 
to the country, that I would not desire Cuba ang 
would not concur in its acquisition under any i 
cumstances. Nor do I deemit proper to say jh: 
it weuld be best for Spain to retain Possession of 
Cuba for all time to come. I do not now know 
what would be best for her to do, or for us to 
hereafter. Let the future take care of itself. |; j, 
for us to attend to events transpiring at the present 
time. I am, however, willing to declare now. 

I did two years ago, that 1 see no desirable objcos 
to be gained or public interests to be promoted by 
the acquisition of that Island—I mean, of course 
an honorable acquisition. As for lawless avores. 
sion, I have nothing to say at this time. Tha 
scheme seems to have no advocates now | did 
not see then that it would benefit us, nordol now 

But, sir, | do not know what it may be right for 
us to do two years hence, or one year, or six 
months. I know not what events are to happen, 
nor what are to be the future destinies of the great 
nations of the earth. Our policy with regard to 
Cuba must depend upon future contingencies, 
What is to be the ultimate rightful destiny of 
Cuba, I am not prepared to say. Events may 
happen that may impose its acquisition upon us, 
as a great national duty. The gentleman himself 
says that he might, under certain circumstances, 
be in favor of even violence to get it. I trust thet 
such atime never will come. I am for peace, and 
for all the arts of peace. I am against all unneces- 
sary wars. I consider war a greatevil. But 
in the maintenance of the right, war comes, we 
must meet it. We are told, by high authority, 
that in this world ‘‘ offenses must needs come; | 
wo unto those from whom they do come.”’ And 
so let it be with other nations and war, so far as 
we are concerned. War should never be provoked 
by us. It should even be avoided as long as iteat 
be consistently witk honor and right; but if it be 
forced upon us by any nation, we must be pre- 
pared to meet it. I am not going uwnnecessari'y 
to deprecate, in advance, the evils of it. If 
come, we being in the right, it must be met. That 
is all Lhave to say. I do not exactly see the 0)- 
ject of discussing this question of lawlessly seizing 
Cuba at present. When the Lopez expedition 
was fitting out, and many of our citizens embarking 
in that ill-fated enterprise, it might have been 
proper then to discuss such a question. Tht 
would have been a fitting occasion to speak against 
the impropriety and impolicy of such conduct; 
then filibustering was in the ascendant; now 1's 
down, and there is ‘*none so low as to do it rever 
ence.”’ 

But there was a remark of the gentleman ¢ 
pressing an idea to which | wish particularly 
allude, and it is, that the acquisition of Cuba woul 
be dangerous to this Union. If those were ne 
the words, they at least convey his idea. 1) 
gentleman spoke of the fearful agitation throvg’ 
which we lately passed. I concur with him as 
the nature and extent of that sectional controversy: 
He spoke, though, of the great reluctance Wi? 
which he swallowed a cap which he was com 
pelled to swallow by the State of North Caro . 
That cup was the compromise. And yet ¥* 
speaks of the danger of the acquisition of Cu'*: 
Let me ask hima what danger can arise from -“ 
acquisition on that score, if the principles of that 
compromise are adhered to? The principles & 
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